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Current Topics. 


A Fusion Bill. 

WE HAVE received a copy of a draft ‘* Bill for the Fusion of 
the two branches of the Legal Profession and for the Establish 
ment of a General School of Law in England.’’ We do not 
know what are the chances of the Bill being introduced, and, 
if introduced, of its being proceeded with ; but the question has 
long been before the profession, and its presentanent in this 
concrete form is a matter of no small interest. The Bill 
consists of four parte ‘Part 1., Fusion; Part I1., School of 
Law; Part III., Transitory Provisions; and Part IV., 
Genera! The fusion of the two branches would naturally 
result in the unifying of the present education schemes of the 
Inns of Court and the Law Society, and would pave the way 
for the School of Law which has been the dream of reformers 
for half a century, and which, some years ago, under the 
auspices of Lord Russe. or KitLtowen, seemed to be nearing 
realization. The establishment of such a school is a funda 
mental part of the Rill,” inasmuch as the calling of barristers 
and the admission of solicitors is to be stopped, and an 
applicant will require to obtain from the Council of the School 
of Law ‘‘a certificate of — ‘iency in the knowledge and 
the practice of the law,’’ and ee to any further regula 
tions, he may then apply to the ‘ouncil to be admitted and 
enrolled as ‘‘a member of the tow profession ’’ (clause 16) 
But the definition of this phrase has to be made to cover 
existing practitioners, and hence by the definition clause 
(clause 36) it is provided 

‘The expression ‘member of the legal profession,’ includes every 
person called to the Bar and entitled to practice as a barrister on 
the appointed day, and every person whose name appears on the roll 
of solicitors in England on the appointed day, excepting only thome 
solicitors who are suspended from practice, and every person 
admitted and entitled to practice as a member of the legal profession 


on or after the appointed day 


Practising Under “ Fusion.” 

THe Expression ‘‘ member of the legal profession '’ being 
thus defined so as to include existing barristers and solicitors, 
as well as persons Legge expressly admitted as such, we 
may go back to clause 1, which determines the status of such 


the date upon which this Act comes into 
ferred to as the appointed day) no person shall 
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be called to the bar or admitted as a solicitor, and every member 


practice, both as a barrister and a solicitor, and shall, subject 
to the provisions of this Act, be entutled to exercise and enjoy all the 
rights and powers and privileges heretofore exercised and enjoyed | 


of the Legal Profession as defined by this Act shall be entitled to | 
| 


by barristers and solicitors 

Then clause 2 makes a member of the legal profession com- 
petent to fill any judicial or other public office; clause 3 | 
empowers him to recover his fees and costs, and renders him | 
liable for negligence; clause 4 makes him liable to return his 
fee, or part thereof, for work requiring attendance in court 
if he does not give “‘ substantial attendance’’; and clause 5 
enables him to agree for remuneration by a gross sum or 
otherwise. We have referred above to the phrase, ‘‘ member 
of the legal profession,’’ and the requirement in future of a 
certificate of proficiency. ‘Clause 11 (2) also requires service as 
an articled clerk for not less than three years, and clause 12 
allows law degrees to be accepted as equivalent to a certificate 
of proficiency. Under clause 19 the Council of the School 
of Law will appoint a Discipline Committee, to hear charges | 
of illegal or unprofessional conduct, with power to strike off 
the roil or suspend from practice, subject to an appeal to the 
Court 


The Outlook as to Fusion, 

WE bo not propose at present to discuss the merits of fusion. | 
It is sufficient to state the form in which the promoters of the 
Bill desire to give it practical effect. The question, it will be | 
remembered, came before the Law Society a year ago, and 
the poll then taken upon it resulted in 1,820 votes for and 
3,531 against the motion. This was: ‘‘ That it is in the 
public interest, as a measure of reconstruetion, that there 
should be a complete fusion between the two branches of the 
legal profession.’’ ‘‘ Reconstruction '’ was at that time in the 
air, and a vague impression prevailed that it would mean an | 
improvement on the pre-war conditions of society. But facts 
have dissipated this impression, and society is struggling hard 
here, and still more in Europe, to get back to pre-war con- | 
ditions of solvency and success. And if ‘‘ reconstruction’ 
could not give a majority to fusion last year, we doubt whether 
the idea is more in favour now. The matter, however, is not 
one solely, or even mainly, forthe profession, and it is possible 
that, if the measure is discussed in Parliament, the view may | 
prevail that the public interest will be served by fusion. It 
will be noticed that the Bill preserves tn theory the distinctive 
spheres of barristers and solicitors, but allows the same person | 
to practise in each sphere. In this it follows the precedent 
of Colonial legislation. We gave last year (63 Soricrtors’ | 
JournaL, p. 312) the relevant provisions of the ‘‘ Fusion ’’ 
statutes of Queensland and Victoria, under which the same 
person can practise as a barrister and solicitor. And we 
quoted at the same time Lord Bryce’s conclusions as to the 
expediency of this country following the American example | 
of fusion. He advocated approximation in certain matters— 
common education and the easier passage from one branch to 
the other—but held to the separate retention of the Bar. We 
are inclined to think that this view will continue to be in 
favour with the profession here, while there will be no such 
clear public desire for fusion as to override it. 


The Report on Profit-sharing, 

WE piscussepD a year ago (63 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, pp. 
370, 386) certain forms of profit-sharing schemes, and we 
referred to the report on the subject issued by the Board of 
Trade in 1912. The number of schemes then known to be in 
operation was 103, the workmen employed being 106,000. 
Another report, bringing the information up to October, 1919, 
has now been issued by the Ministry of Labour (Intelligence 
and Statistics Department). It has been prepared by Mr. 
Joun Hitton, who is well known as an authority on trade and 
labour matters. The report last year of the Committee on 
Trusts gave as an appendix, in addition to Sir Joun Mac- 
DONELL’s ‘‘ Notes on the Law Relating to Combinations,’’ a 
valuable ‘‘ Study ef Trade Organisations and Combinations 








in the United Kingdom,’ by Mr. Hittow. According to his 
letter accompanying the present report, the number of profit 
sharing schemes in existence on 31st October, 1919, was 182. 
and the number of persons employed by, the firms working 
these schethes was about a quarter of a million. Thus the 
numbers have about doubled since 1912. The industry which 


| has most largely adopted the schema is the gas industry, 


and the pioneer was the South Metropolitan Gas Company, 
whose scheme was launched in 1889. In the thirty years which 


| have since elapsed it has distributed three-quarters of a million 


pounds in bonus. Messrs. Lever Brorners have distributed 
nearly as much in only ten years. A much smaller firm— 
Messrs. J. T. & J. Taytor, woollen cloth manufacturers—-whose 
scheme was started in 1892 by Mr. T. C. Taytor on his 
becoming sole partner, has distributed to the workmen, in 
bonus and dividends on their shares, over £330,000. The 
number of persons employed by this firm in 1918 was about 
1,850 (900 men and boys, and 950 women and girls), without 
counting some 440 serving with the forces. It is not always 


| easy in practice for practitioners to advise as to an effective 


scheme of profit-sharing, especially in companies, where there 
is a difficulty in securing the due transmission of shares to the 
workpeople for the time being, and we hope to give further 
information as to the experience recorded in the report. 


The Duty of Inquiry. 

EQUITY PRACTITIONERS are familiar with the phrase ‘‘ the de 
fendant was put upon inquiry by those facts,’’ and bankers 
recognize a similar position in connection with bills of exchange 
and other negotiable instruments. But in ordinary common 
law cases the ‘‘ duty of inquiry ’’ is not yet very fully under- 
stood or recognized, although principles of equity, since the 
Judicature Act, have full operation in common law cases. 
Therefore it is interesting to find a case like the recent, decision 
of the Lord Chief Justice in Harvey Nichols & Co. (Limited) 
v. Miller & Son (Times, April Ist), in which a common law 
judge has clearly applied this rule to an ordinary common law 
case of the sale of goods. Here a person in the employment of 
the plaintiffs frauduleatly bought in tieir name a quantity of 
goods in which tiiev usually traded. He resold those goods 
at prices beneath cost, and in his own name, to the defendants. 
The simple question was whether the latter, being purchasers 
for value, could acquire a good title against the plaintiffs. In 
fact, the case was one of that common kind in which two inno- 
cent parties are affected by the fraud of a third: one of the 
two has to suffer. What is the rule that is to bind? The late 
Lord Chief Justice ALVERSTONE more than once ingeniously 
attempted to set up a novel equity, of his own in such cases; 
namely, that where one of two innocent parties must suffer by 
the’fraud of a third party, then that one of the two who could 
by taking care have prevented this fraud ought, in equity, to 


| bear the loss. This is a tempting doctrine. But it is unsound. 


Such an equity could only be based on one or other of two 
—— either negligence—in which case there must have 
een some duty on the part of A (the negligent innocent party) 
towards B (the sufferer) to take care; or else estoppel—in 
which case A must so act as to make a representation tn puis 


| to B, on which B in fact has acted to his advantage. Except 


in those two cases the doctrine is unsound. So Lord REaDING 
would not hear of such a doctrine in the present case. The 
point then arises whether or not B (the defendants) have 
acquired a good title to the good’ from the fraudulent wrong- 
doer. Of course, if the goods were stolen, no such title can be 
acquired. Stolen goods, on conviction of the thief, even if he 
has sold them in market overt, revert to the true owner. But 
in the present case the goods were not stolen. On the other 
hand, goods fraudulently obtained, but passing to the wrong- 
doer, can be reassigned by him so as to confer a good title on 
the purchaser, subject to two conditions, (1) that the pur- 
chaser has acquired them for value, and (2) that he has done 
so bond fide, without notice of the wrongdoer’s defect in title 

Phillips v. Brooks (Limited) (1919, 2 K. B. 243). In such a 
case all depends on the extent to which the purchaser has acted 
hond fide. This means that if he is put on inquiry by the cir- 
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cumstances surrounding the transaction, he must make reason- 
able inquiries to see whether or not the apparent owner has an 
honest title in the goods. This the Lord Chief Justice held 
the defendants had not done, and so he found that the pro- 
perty in the goods had not passed to them free of the plaintiffs’ 
equity to recover it. Judgment in trover for the plaintiffs was 
therefore entered. 


The Position of Mercantile Agents. 

ANOTHER POINT of great interest arose, incidentally, in the 
case we have just discussed. It is well-settled law, of course, 
that where a vendor places goods for sale in the hands of a mer- 
cantile agent or factor, that factor can give a good title to any 
person who purchases of him. Such was the common law, and 
is now the statutory rule under the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, 
and the Factors Acts: Phillips vy. Brooks (Limited) (supra). 
The reason for this rule is not quite clear. It may 
be based on the principle that a person authorized 
to sell goods can give a good title, even when he 
sells for his own purposes and in fraud of his prin- 
cipal; but such a doctrine is doubtful Prima faete, 
the fraudulent intent amounts to a trespass ab initio, or 
repudiation of the relation of agency, and therefore ought to 
operate as complete revocation of the authority. A second 
possible reason is estoppel: a person who holds out X to all the 
world as authorized to sell on his behalf is estopped by such 
representation in pais from denying the authority of X so to 
sell. This is probably the correct reason. And, of course, such 
estoppel would only operate in favour of a person who had 
genuinely relied upon the representation, not upon one who 
knew or suspected the true state of affairs: Whitehorne 
Brothers v. Davison ( 1911 ,1 K. B. 463). A third way of look- 
ing at it was suggested in the course of argument in the case we 
are discussing : it is an original line of argument. The sugges- 
tion, if we have grasped it correctly, is that a principal who en- 
trusts goods to a factor or mercantile agent must be regarded 
as having conveyed those goods to that factor under contract, 
so that the factor actually has the legal estate in the goods, 
subject to a trust of the proceeds on behalf of the principal. 
Then, where the factor obtains the goods from his principal by 
a fraud, the usual results follow ; the principal can either ratify 
the contract and leave the goods in the agent’s hands when he 
discovers the fraud, or he can disaffirm the contract and reclaim 
them: Phillips vy. Brooks (supra). Tf he does the former, and 
a purchaser buys them from the agent, of course he has no 
remedy. But if he disaffirms the fraud on learning of it, 
whereas in the meantime third parties have acquired a title 
to the goods, then the well-known rule at once operates: since 
the implied contract was voidable only, not void, the third 
party is not affected by the true owner’s equity to avoid it, 
provided he himself acquired it bond fide: Cundy v. Lindsay 
(3 App. Cas. 359); Jones v. Gordon (2 App. Cas. 616); 
Edmunds v. Merchants’ Despatch Transportation Co. (1883, 
135 Massachusetts, 283). This is an interesting doctrine and 
worthy of consideration. As a matter of fact, however, Lord 
READING escaped the necessity of considering it more fully by 
holding that the agent in the present case was not in fact a 
mercantile agent or factor, so that cadit questio. 


Inadmissibility of Unstamped Instrument for 
Collateral Purpose. 

A YEAR AGo (63 Soticitors’ JouRNAL, p. 333) we incident 
ally referred to a decision of an Australian State Court, in 
which it was held that a recital of a document (unstamped, and 
therefore inadmissible) was sufficient proof of the decument. 
This decision has been reversed on appeal to the High Court 
of Australia, and is of interest as a decision on an enactment 
substantially identical with section 14 (4) of the Stamp Act, 
1891, by which unstamped instruments are not ‘ available 
for any purpose whatever,’’ with certain exceptions. The 
case, as reported on appeal, is Dent v. Moore (1919, 26 
Commonw, L. R. 316). The respondent (plaintiff) was a land 
agent, and had sued the appellant (defendant) for commis 
sion on effecting a sale of appellant’s land to a certain com- 
pany. At the trial the respondent, to prove his case, ten 








dered in evidence a document by which appellant assured his 
land, by direction of the company, to a sub-purchaser ; this 
document recited the agreement tor sale by appellant to the 
company The document of assurance was admitted in 
evidence, and a verdict was found for the respondent. The 
Supreme Court of New South Wales refused to disturb this 
verdict, and held that the recital of the agreement for sale 
was, as an admission, primary evidence of the contents of 
the written agreement itself, notwithstanding that the agree- 
ment was in existence, but (being unst imped) was not pro- 
duced. On appeal, the High Court of Australia reversed the 
court below, and held that the document of assurance (reciting 
the agreement) should not have been admitted in evidence to 
prove the agreement for sale, and that a verdict must be en- 
tered for appellant (defendant in the action). The views of 
the appellate court are embodied in a single judgment de- 
livered by Mr. Justice Isaacs, in which the question is 
examined at some length, and a large number of English cases 
cited and referred to, as well as the English Stamp Acts. 


The Australian Court’s Judgment. 

THE sUDGMENT, after stating that the respondent, in order 
to recover the amount claimed, had to prove the fact of sale 
and the price given, first of all points out that the appellant 
had certainly admitted sufficiently, by his oral evidence and 
the document of assurance, for ordinary purposes of proof 
that a sale had been made as claimed by the respondent. It 
was, however, essential to respondent's claim that, since the 
agreement for sale was embodied in a written document, ‘‘ the 
contents of that document must be proved as such,’’ and also 
that ‘‘ the terms of that agreement must be proved.’’ This 
introduces the Stamp Act, which says of an “ unstamped in- 
strument,’’ such as the agreement on which the defendant’s 
case depended, that it is “‘ inadmissible in evidence '' and ‘‘ not 
to be available or effectual! for any purpose e The contention 
of the defeydant was that so long as he avoided putting the 
actual document in evidence the law did not impair the 
validity of the sale. But ‘‘ the Legislature, by way of secur 
ing the payment of the impost for public purposes which is 
placed on the instrument, provides in effect that the sanction 
of law shall be withheld from the acts of the parties until the 
revenue law is obeyed It is not enough to say that it is not 
sought to make the instrument ‘ effectual "’ 
because it is not sued on or sought to be enforced: ‘‘ That 1s 
a fundamental error.’’ The conclusion is thus stated: ‘‘ In 
the result the plaintiff fails, because his claim is founded on 
a promise, one essential condition of which is a sale, and the 
only evidence of the sale is inadmissible by reason of the Stamp 
Acts.”’ The above short summary will indicate the line of 
argument taken by thfs judgment, which is well worth perusal 


by English lawyers 


‘available ’’ or 


Property Law Reform at Home 


and Overseas. 
Il. 


THe oldest among English statutes that may for the present 
purpose be called ‘‘ conveyancing ’’ statutes are of course the 
Statute of Uses and the Statute of Enrolments (1535). 
Whilst the Statute of Enrolments has always been considered 
not to be in force overseas, the Statute of Uses is as applicable 
in the Oversea Dominions under the common law as in 
England. One consequence of this has been that overseas a 
bargain and sale of land for a freehold estate would operate 
under the Statute of Uses without the restriction placed on 
such operation by the Statute of Eurolments, and so would 
at once pass the legal estate to the purchaser If the Law of 
Property Bill becomes law in its present shape the Statute 
of Uses will be repealed in England (together with section 62 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1881)—see clause | (4)—-and uses 


will again be merely trusts. In 1905 the Statute of Uses was 


: y * wes ' o0h 
formally repealed in New Zealand (Property Law Act, 1905, 
s. 121 and sch. 5), but for many years previously local 




















statutes had been in operation which in effect abrogated the 
statute by allowing conveyances made to a grantee directly 
to have the same efficacy as if made by means of uses. The 
same practical et oe has taken place with respect to 
registered land wherever registration statutes of the 
‘Torrens’ system type have been enacted—throughout 
Australasia, and in many parts of Canada and the West Indies. 
In New South Wales all land may (after 30th June next) be 
conveyed directly and with the same result as though limita 
tions to uses were employed, though the Statute of Uses is 
not repealed : Conveyancing Act, 1919, 5. 44. The Pretenced 
Titles Act of 1540, though repealed in England by the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897 (section 11), is still in force in most over- 
sea dominions, and has been repealed and re-enacted in New 
South Wales by the Conveyancing Act, 1919 (section 50) 

Fines and recoveries seem never to have been leyied or 
suffered overseas, but their abolition in 1833 by the Fines and 
Recoveries Act and the substitution of acknowledged deeds 
and enrolment were anticipated in many of the oversea 
dominions by local statutes requiring acknowledgment and 
registration of assurances by married women, tenants in tail, 
&e. Acknowledgment of deeds by married women is now 
unnecessary in New Zealand (Property Law Act, 1908, s. 22) 
and in New South Wales (Conveyancing Act, 1919, s. 147), 
though the formality of separate examination seems not to be 
less necessary than before. The Law of ay emf Bill (clause 
74) proposes to do away with the necessity both for acknow.- 
ledgment and separate examination in England. With 
respect to estates tail, in several parts of the dominions these 
have been abrogated, and can no longer be created, as in 
Victoria (Real Property Act, 1915, s. 62), New South Wales 
Conveyancing Act, 1919, s. 19), and Saskatchewan (Land 
Titles Act, 1917, ss. 198, 199); so in Fiji, Alberta, and 
North-West Territories of Canada, whilst in Tasmania and 
Jamaica estates tail cannot be created in registered land. In 
England, the proposal of the Law of Property Bill is to pro- 
hibit the creation of legal estates tail, buts to permit 
their creation in equity and even to extend this permission 
to personalty (clauses 8-10, 17), a singular departure from 
the policy of simplifying the law of property and dia- 
metrically opposite to the general tendency of oversea 
legislation. In British Columbia a _ possible exception 
occurs which has some analogy to the English Bill, for wa 
vision is made for registering the owner in fee simple as abso 
lute owner with other interests entered as mere charges (Land 
Registry Act, 1911, ss. 53, 1074). Another change proposed 
by the Law of Property Bill is that disentailing assurances, 
&c., hitherto requiring enrolment, shall instead be registered, 
thus placing them, as is done oversea, on the footing of 
ordinary assurances of land (clause 76). 

The Prescription Act, 1832, is in force in some of the over- 
sea dominions, and not in others, according to the date of 
foundation or period at which newly enacted English statutes 
cease to apply. Thus the Act is in force in South Australia 
and New Zealand, and also apparently in British Columbia 
and other Western provinces of Canada, but not in New 
South Wales, Victoria, or Queensland, and only in Ontario 
by express local enactment. In many cases the acquisition 
of light by mere user or prescription has been put an end to, 
In nearly every part of Australasia these ‘‘ Light and Air ”’ 
Acts have been placed on the local statute books, and a similar 
provision is contained in the Ontario Limitation Act (Rev. 
Stat. 1914, c. 75), where among sections taken from the 
Prescription ‘Act, 1832, section 3 of the English Act is re 
“tage by the following: ‘‘ No person shall acquire a right 
y prescription to the access and use of light to or for any 
dwelling-house, workshop, or other building ’’ (s. 37). 
Another provision in the Ontario Act (s. 39) prevents the 
acquisition by prescription of easements in respect of wires 
or cables carried above land or buildings. 

The Real Property Limitation Act, 1833, when not part of 
the local law from the beginning, has generally been adopted 
overseas, though sometimes with some alteration. In Jamaica 
for instance, though the Acts of 1833 and 1874 are introduced 
by local enactments of 1881 and 1888, these are subject to 
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possession: 4 Geo. 2, c. 4; 14 Geo. 3, ¢. 5. In many cases 
the term of limitation has been reduced, though the Act of 
1874 has not oeen always adopted ; Fiji, however, is one place 
where this latter Act is in force as part of the local law. The 
Crown Suits Act, 1769 (Nullum Tempus Act), is in force in 
all dominions founded after the date of the Act, but in one 
at least—Victoria—the Act has been repealed, and no length 
of possession is there good against the Crown: Real Property 
Act, 1915, s. 17. 

A statute of which it can, perhaps, be said that it has been 
universally adopted in the legislation of the dominions is the 
Wills Act, 1837, though sometimes slight modifications have 
been made in the local enactment. One such modification has 
been recently made in New South Wales (Conveyancing Act, 
1919, s. 37), by which the provisions of section 33 of the 1837 
Act extend to issue of a testator though mentioned as a 
member of a class. 

The Act of 1841 (4 & 5 Vict. ¢ 21), simplifying the con 
veyance by lease and release, though superseded in 1845 by 
the wider enactments of the Real Property Act, 1845, 
furnished a precedent for many oversea statutes, and the con- 
veyance by deed of release became the ordinary form of con- 
veying freehold land in many places. It has, in fact, only 
been superseded in New South Wales by the Conveyancing 
Act, 1919, section 14 of which enacts for the first time (follow- 
ing the Act of 1845) that freehold land lies in grant as well as 
in livery. In Queensland the conveyance by release appears 
to be still the proper method, and the provisions of the Real 
Property Act, 1845, as to contingent interests, non-tortious 
assurances, &c., have not yet been adopted locaily. The recent 
New South Wales Act of 1919 does, however, now embody all 
the provisions of the Act of 1845. Occasionally some of the 
provisions of the Act of 1845 were adopted without that relat- 
ing to conveyance of freehold estates in possession by grant. 
This happened in the case of Bermuda, where by the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1845 (No. 5) it was enacted that land might 
be conveyed by a single deed having the effect of a lease and 
release, other sections being taken from the English Act of 
1845, but an express prohibition against the creation of con- 
tingent remainders being enacted. 

The provisions of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, 
were widely adopted overseas, and adapted to the case (1ore 
common than in the United Kingdom) of resumption or com 

ulsory purchase of land by the Crown. A modification of the 
English procedure of serving notice to treat is in force in 
Australia, under which notice of taking the land is published 
in the official gazette, and the land age becomes vested 
in the Crown or some public authority, and the owner’s right« 
are turned into a claim for compensation. 

The Trustee Acts from 1850 onwards have been placed on 
most of the oversea statute books with more or less complete- 
ness. The practice of employing as trustees a public trustee 
and companies specially formed for doing business as trustees 
and executors is much more general oversea than in England. 
The Law of Property Bill contains a number of clauses in 
amendment of the Trustee Acts, and some of these, if they 
become law, will be found useful generally as models, but. many 
are designed merely to remove doubts on points of practice, or 
are drafted in view of other parts of the Bill. The proposal 
(clause 98) to restrict the number of trustees of any one trust 
to four does not seem to have been found necessary yet in any 
oversea dominion. % 

There are few dominions now that have not adopted the 
Judicature Acts, 1873 and 1875, with more or less modifica- 
tion. In some cases, where not adopted entirely, portions 
(particularly those relating to assignment of choses in action) 
have been taken over into local statutes. In some cases, too. 
the principle of permitting the legal assignment of choses m 
action was anticipated oversea. Thus in 1860 in South 
Australia choses in action were made assignable at law with 
out any notice being required to be given to the debtor: 1860, 
No. 6,5. 19. Most of section 25 of the Judicature Act, 1875, 
has only just been made part of the law of New South 
Wales, by being embodied in the recent Conveyancing Act, 





earlier statutes which confer positive title by seven years’ 


1919, but. law and equity still continue in New South Wales 
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to be administered on separate sides of the court. In Alberta 
a contract for sale of land is expressly made assignable ‘‘ nov- 
withstanding anything to the contrary therein contained "’ 
(Land Titles Act, Statutes of 1906, c. 24, s. 101), but this 
enactment seems to be unique. The principle of permitting 
assignments of choses in action at law has been extended and 
applied to transfers of mortgage by the Law of Property Bill ; 
clause 79 proposes to allow all rights and powers of a mort 
gagee to be transferred, without any reference to the necessity 
of notice to the mortgagor or taking proceedings in the name 
of the transferor. 

The body of statutes consisting of the Vendor and Purchase: 
Act, 1874, and the Conveyancing Acts, 1881 to 1911, have 
not, on the whole, been generally adopted overseas, though 
many individual dominions in Australasia, Canada and the 
West Indies have taken them over. Thus, there are Con 
veyancing Acts in Victoria and (though only recently) in New 
South Wales, in Ontario, ahd in Trinidad and Jamaica, 
drawn very largely from the English Acts. Qne im 
portant feature of these Acts is the system of implied covenants 
for title. This was anticipated in some cases by thie 
dominions ; in South Australia as long ago as 1843 (Act No 
15) covenants for title were by statute implied in all con 
veyances of land. Another feature of the Conveyancing Acts 
in England is the substitution of ‘‘ fee simple ’’ as words of 
limitation for “‘heirs’’ in conveyances of the fee. The 
Law of Property Bill proposes (clause 24) that the fee 
simple shall in future pass, without the necessity of using 
any words of limitation at all, by analogy to the 
law of wills. This reform has already been effected over 
sea—New Zealand (Property Law Act, 1908, s. 3), in Vie- 
toria (Real Property Act, 1918, s. 3), and in New South 
Wales (Conveyancing Act, 1919, s. 47). The Law of 
Property Bill also proposes (clause 24) that in future sealing 
alone shall not constitute a deed, but every deed must be 
signed ; this has been enacted by section 38 of the New South 
Wales Act of 1919, with the additional requirement that the 


deed must be attested. In New Zealand, too, a deed must. be 


signed and attested, aud it is expressly enacted that “‘ seal 
ing is not necessary ”’ (Property Law Act, 1908, s. 26). 
The Conveyancing Act, 1881, made the use of the word 
‘““ grant ’’ unnecessary in a conveyance, and this has been 
followed wherever the main provisions of the Act have been 
introduced ; but the reform was anticipated in New Zealand 
as long ago as 1842. Indeed, with respect to New Zealand 
the year 1842 saw most of the conveyancing reforms intro- 
duced, though in successive consolidations of the statute law 
some changes have been made since. Several amendments of 
the Conveyancing Acts, besides those already referred to, pro 
posed to be made by the Law of Property Bill have been anti 
cipated ovetseas. Thus by clause 96 ‘‘ month ”’ in deeds, con- 
tracts, &., is to mean ‘‘calendar month.’’ This change has 
been effected in Victoria by an enactment now standing as sec 
tion 59 of the Supreme Court Act, 1915, and in New South 
Wales by section 181 of the Conveyancing Act, 1919. Clause 
86 proposes to allow the modification or discharge by judicial 
authority of restrictive covenants relating to land; this has 
been done both in Victoria (Real Property Act, 1918, s. 10) 
and New South Wales (Conveyancing Act, 1919, s. 88). 

The Settled Land Acts have been the outcome of social and 
economic conditions that have not taken root overseas, and 
consequently these Acts as a whole have not found a place 
in many oversea statute books, though portions of them 
have occasionally been adapted to supplement provisions taken 
from the Settled Estates Act, 1877: there is, however, a 
Settled Land Act in Jamaica. The Act of 1877, not much 
used now in England, and proposed to be repealed by the 
Law of Property Bill, has been adopted as a model in a 
number of oversea dominions. Examples are Ontario (Settled 
Estates Act, Rev. Stat. 1914, «. 74), Victoria (Settled Estates 
and Settled Lands Act, 1915), and New South Wales (Part 
[V. of Conveyancing and Law Property Act, 1898) 

The Married Women’s Property Acts have been almost 
universally adopted overseas, em | in some cases carried 
further, as by abrogating the ordinary rule governing gifts 





to a husband and wife, who take separately by express 
enactment in (for example) Saskatchewan (Land Titles Act, 
1917, s. 200), New South Wales (Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1901, s. 26), and Victoria (Conveyancing Act, 1915, s. 
53) 

The Voluntary Conveyances Act, 1893, has found a place 
in most (though not all) oversea statute books. In Trinidad 
and in Jamaica the local statutes were only enacted in 1915 

James Epwarp Hoee. 
(To he continued.) 


and 1916 respectively 


ry . 
The Real Property Bill. 
IIT. 

The Creation of Equitable Retates.—It is one of the main results 
of the Bill to emphasize the distinction, already fundamental in the 
law, between legal and equitable estates, and at the same time to 
place it on a new footing. The distinction, of course, had its origin 
in the diverse jurisdictions of common law and equity. Common 
Law Courts only recognised the legal estate. In order to obtain 
protection for his beneficial interest, the cestut que trust had to apply 
to the jurisdiction of the Chancellor. But this protection, once 
gained, was a protection against every — who was aware of the 
trust and sometimes, too, in cases where he was not aware of it. 
Hence arose all the doctrine of notice, actual and constructive, and 
hence arose the defence of bond fide purchase for valuable considera- 
tion without notice. Then came the Judicature Acts which fused 
the jurisdictions in law and equity--enabling all courts to pay regard 
both to legal and equitable rights, and giving prevalence, in case of 
conflict, to the doctrines of equity—but did not fuse the rights, and 
accordingly they have continued to be distinct to the present 
time, and this distinction will continue under the Bill, and will 
have statutory effect given to it. In this manner it will be 
strengthened, but at the same time equitable rights will lose 
to a large extent—they will not lose it altogether—the protection 
which the courts have hitherto afforded them on the ground of 
notice. They will be protected against the owner of the legal estate, 
but, in order to simplify transfer, they will not be protected against 
his transferees. Next to the assimilation of the real and personal 
estate, this is, perhaps, the most vital principle of the Bull 

The variety of eauliaie rights and interests has hitherto been even 
greater than the variety of legal estates. Under the Bill the variety 
of legal estates will be severely restricted, but the variety of 
equitable interests will be enlarged. Some of the more important 
estates which have hitherto been legal estates—estates for life and 
estates tail--will become equitable estates only ; and personal 
property which has hitherto been the subject of absolute ownership 
only--exeept to a certain extent under trusts——will be capable of 
being entailed (clause 17). But these equitable interests will affect 
only the owner of the legal estate and the beneficiaries. With certain 
exceptions a person dealing with the owner of a legal estate will not 
be concerned with them. This change is effected by generalising 
two existing principles of conveyancing. At the present time a 
purchaser can take a title from trustees for sale without being con- 
cerned to inquire as to the application of the purchase money ; and 
in the case of settled land he can—subject to some few difficulties 
arising under the Settled Land Acts—take a title from the 
tenant for life, provided there are trystees of the settlement 
for the purposes of those Acts. The draftsman has availed 
himself of these two principles in order to secure that there 
shall be a possibility of simplified transfer in all cases. All 
land is to be subject either to & trust for sale (express or statu- 
tory) or toa settlement. Where at present there is an existing trust 
for sale, then, as just pointed out, the assistance of the Bill is not 
required : the trustees can sell alone; where there is no existing 
trust for sale, then, in certain cases, this will be created by the Bill 

this term is more convenient than referring to it’as “the Act.” 
One such case occurs in clause 3 (2); a personal representative is to 
hold on trust for sale, with power to postpone the sale. (Why does 
the draftsman say “with full power’? It is no doubt a common 
conveyancing expression, but is out of place in a statute. A power, 
unless restricted, is of course a full power). There are also others, 
but we do not find a general provision imposing a trust for sale on 
land subject to equitable interests. The same result is obtained by 
treating all such _ as settled land, and it will accordingly be 
transferable in the same manner as settled land. 

The above is the effect of clause 3 (2). This clause, if the 
Bill passes, will be of the greatest importance in settling 
the position under the new system both of existing equitable interests 
and of legal interests —such as tenancies for life—which will 
become equitable interests, and it requires the most careful study. 
Of course the absolute legal and beneficial ownership may be united 
in the same person For that case no provision requires to be 
made. But directly there is a diversity between these two owner- 
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ships, clause 3 operates, and the land must either be subject to a 
trust for sale or be treated as subject to asettlement. Inthe former 
case it will be essential to discover who are the trustees for sale ; in 
the latter, it will be essential to discover who is the tenant for life 
and who are the Settled Land Acts trustees. To some extent the 
ascertainment of these facts is facilitated by other parts of the Bill, 
and we assume that the draftsman has made sure that they shall 
always be readily ascertainable. But there will be the initial point 
is the land subject to a trust for sale, or is it settled land or deemed 
to be settled land. Whether the land is really “ settled ” depends 
on the meaning of “settlement” under the Settled Land Acts 
(clause 175 (23)). When there is no express or statutory trust for 
sale, it will be deemed to be settled. This seems to exhaust all 
possible cases, though it would, perhaps, be too much to expect that 
all existing interests will readily sort themselves out into these cate 
gories. And although the ultimate object is to secure the simplifi- 
cation of the law, a good deal of complication and difficulty is likely 
to arise in the process. 

And here we might utter a warning against the too ready 
acceptance of the statement which appears near the end of the 
memorandum prefixed to the Bill— 


“Though the Bill, as a whole, is long, the greater part of it 
consists of provisions for the abolition of the existing law. The 
working machinery which will ultimately be left will be short, 
and, as compared with the mass of statute and other law actually 
repealed or rendered obsolete, will be wholly insignificant. In 
fact the length of the Bill is entirely attributable to the com- 
plexities of the law which it is intended to simplify.” 


Whether, apart from the abolition of the copyhold and other 
customary theories, there is any considerable getting rid of existing 
law we prefer to leave for more mature consideration. Our present 
ee is that there is not. There is a redistribution of rights 
and interests in land ; legal rights are simplified and equitable rights 
are made more multifarious ; and as between vendor and purchaser 
there will be a great simplification, depending rather on this redis- 
tribution than on any abolition of existing law. We do not overlook 
the repeal of the Statute of Uses—a small matter as regards the 
length of the statute, though great enough in its influence on judge- 
made and conveyancers’ law. And there is the abolition, to a large 
extent, of the equitable doctrine of notice to which we have referred 
above. But these matters account for very little of the length of 
the Bill. They are the result of the short enunciation of a few 
general principles, and it is here that the merits of the Bill are 
to be found. We do not snggest that the rest is not useful, 
though the Bill seems to have been overloaded with detail. Its 
great length is dué, not to provisions for abolishing the existing law, 
but to provisions introduced in order to stop gaps in it. Some of 
them are to be found even in Part I. (Assimilation), which ought to 
he confined to general principles. Such is clause 21 (protection of 
purchasers “from death duties) and clause 25 (execution of 
instruments by corporations). These are conveyancing matters which 
are out of place in Part I. and tend to spoil it as a succinct 
statement of estates and interests in land and their relations 
inter se. Then it is curious that in clause 24 the necessity of words 
of limitation in conveying the fee simple is abolished. This 4 
reform, which has been urgent for many years, has already been 
effected by clause 1, which assimilates the fee simple to a chattel 
revl. Clau-e 26, which explains the effect of vesting orders, may be 
required, but primd facie this is not obvious; and it seems 
unnecessary to provide in clause 27 for modes of conveying legal 
estates. These will be chattels real, and there will be no difficulty 
in assigning them. And there is much else in Part L. which we 
suggest is either altogether needless or should be transferred to 
Part ILl., which deals with the Conveyancing Acts. Then, as 
regards Parts JI., IIL, and IV., amending the Settled Land, 
Conveyancing and Trustee Acts, so far from there being any 
abolition of existing statute law, there is a great increase, the 
object apparently being to provide a remedy for every 
inconvenience which experience oo found in the existing Acts. 

This, no doubt, save where it aims at tco great minuteness, is 
praiseworthy, but it is all out of place in the present Bill. Take, 
for instance, the proposed amendments of the Settled Land Acts. 
The chief inconvenience which has arisen in the working of these 
has been occasioned by compound settlements. This is now 
met by clause 51, which makes the trustees of the original 
settlement the trustees of the compound settlement ; and clause 52, 
which deals similarly with referential settlements. Sut most 
of the clauses in this Part are an elaboration of the existing 
law, and are quite foreign to the main purpose of the Bill. In our 
view they are too minute. It is useless to attempt to create a tenant 
for life in all cases, and the gaps can be filled, as in clause 58, by 
giving the trustees power to sail, And we doubt the wisdom of 
adding all the details of clause 67 to the existing provisions as to 


application of capital money in improvements. So far from 


| increase it. If shortening and simplifying were really the object of 
the Bill. much greater powers would have been conferred on the 
tenant for life and the trustees. There would have been an end of 
all these petty regulations, and the tenant for life alone, or he and 
the trustees, would have been left to exercise all the powers of 
an absolute owner, subject, if necessary, to reference to the 
court. We still hope that the Bill may be shorn of all this 
extraneous matter, and become really a Bill for assimilating 
real to personal property and simplifying dealings in land. It would 
be possible to concentrate attention on Part I., which is all that 
immediately matters, and make a useful measure of it. The details 
which fill the rest of the Bill could then be dealt with separately. 
As it is, there is small chance of their obtaining adequate con- 
sideration, and there is no need for dealing at present with the 
Land Transfer Acts. The immediate need is to pass Parts V. and 
VI., which abolish copyhold tenure, and enact the assimilation of 
real and personal estate in a simplified form of Part I. This 
should include the abolition of the doctrine of tenure, and the 
conversion of the fee simple into absolute ownership. 
(To be contin ued.) 





Books of the Week. 

The American Bar Association.—Report of the Forty- 
second Annual Meeting of the American Bar Association, held at 
Boston, Mass., 3rd, 4th and Sth September, 1919. Cuas. 
Morrison, Official Reporter. The Lord Baltimore Press, Baltimore 

French Law.—French Company Law (Sociétés Anonymes). 
A Practical Handbook for Lawyers and Business Men, English and 
Foreign Companies in France. By Pierre Pecverty, Licencié en 
Droit and Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 7s. 6d. net. 

The French Law of Wills, Probate, Administration, and Death 
Duties. Of the Estates of Deceased Englishmen Leaving Property 
in France. By Pierre Pettersen, Licencié en Droit and Barrister-at- 
Law. Third Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 5s. net. 

Meetings.—The Law of Meetings. By James Murituran, 
Member of the Faculty of Procurators in Glasgow. Wm. Hodge «& 
Co. (Limited), 7s. 6d. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re OLYMPIC FIRE AND GENERAL RE-INSURANCE CO. (LIM.). 
POLE’S CASE. P. 0. Lawrence, J. 12th and 18th Feb. ; 3rd March. 


Company—Unperwriting Contracr—SvuB-UNDER WRITING—AUTHORITY 
ro Apply ror SHARES—IRREVOCABILITY—AUTHORITY COUPLED WITH AN 
INTERES1 
Where a aub underwriting contract ix entered into in the usual form, 

and a cheque is sent to the underwriters for the shares sub-underwritten, 

but the application form to the company for the shares ia not forwarded, 
this ig an authorization to the underwriters to apply for the shares in 
the name of the sub-underwriter. 


Where the sub-underwriting contract provéded that the application 
should be irrevocable, the rule as to being able to withdraw an applica 
tion for shares before allotment was held not to apply. 

Carmichael’s casa (1896, 2 Ch. 643) applied. 

This was a motion under section 32 of the Companies (Consolidation) 
Act, 1908, to rectify the register of members by removing the name 
of the mover therefrom, and for repayment/of the sum paid by him 
for his shares, on the ground that there never was any contract, between 
bim and the company to take the shares, either because he never 
applied for them, or because, if he applied for them, he withdrew 
his application before allotment. The company was incorporated in 
1919, and it was erranged that a prospectus should be issued offering 
part of the share capital for public subscription. The company made 
a contract with the Angel Trust to underwrite certain of the shares 
In anticipation of their underwriting contract, the trust had procured 
certain sub-underwriting contracts to be signed, including one by the 
mover, which was the usual modern form addressed to the trust, and 
providing that, for the consideration below stated, he agreed to subscribe 
at par, or procure responsible subscribers, for certain shares, and to 
hand the underwriters an application for his shares, together with his 
cheque. The sub-underwriters were only to have their proportion of the 
amount not allotted to the public, and the trust was to pay a commis 





sion, and the application was to be irrevocable. The mover handed 


that underwriting contract and his cheque to the trust, and they 
cashed his cheque; but he did not sign an application form or himself 
apply to the company for the shares. The prospectus was issued, and 
the shares not well taken up by the public, and the tryst wrote to the 
mover that they had passed on his cheque and application to the 
company, who would now proceed to allot him his shares. What had 
in fact happened was that the trust had verbally applied to the com- 





shortening the existing law, all these provisions substantially 


pany for allotments in respect of themselves and their sub-underwriters 
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(including the mover), and by one cheque had paid the company the 
total sum for the lot, and the company therefore went to allotment, and 
allotted the mover his shares. Later his solicitors wrote withdrawing 
his application for shares, end demanding the return of his deposit 
The company did not answer, except to send him the formal notice 
of allotsnent, and therefore these proceedings were launched 

P. O. Lawrence, J., in the course of a considered judgment and after 
stating the facts, said : I come to the conclusion on the facts on the 
first point, that the parties to the sub-underwriting contract waived the 
stipulation that Mr. Pole should hand the trust a written application 
by him for the shares, and authorized the trust to apply for shares in 
his name and on his behalf, and the fact that they made a verbal and 
not a written application on his behalf is immaterial. On the second 
point, I hold that the general rule, that an applicant for shares can 
withdraw his application at any time before he has received notice of 
allotment The fifth clause of the sul 


does not apply in this case 
underwriting the 


contract is a continuing and irrevocable authority t 


trust to apply for the shares in Mr. Pole’s name, and on his behalf 
which he cannot withdraw The principle of Carmichael’s case (1896 
2 Ch. 643) applies. The motion, therefore, is dismissed with costs 
Counsen, (wen Thompson, K.C., and ¢ 1. Bennett; Ward Coldrida 
K.C., ahd J. FP. Carr. Sortcrrors, 2. O'Connor & Co. ; Churchill, Small 
man, & ¢ 


[Reported by Lroxarp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re MACARTNEY. BROOKHOUSE v. BORMAN. 
3rd and 10th March. 
Excuegver Bonps 
INTO 5 PER CENT. WAR 
Ronda and 4: 
hy the testator 


nota pure hase 


P. O. Lawrence, J. 


Witt—Speciric BEQuests of War 


Loan—CON VERSION 


AND 4} 
LOAN 


PER CENT 
ADEMPTION 


Specific bequests of Eachequer War Loan are 


not adeemed hy their conversion 


per cent 
into 5 per cent iH 
Loan, for such conversion is 

The 


, 
TUES, 


but an exchange 


Loans 


force of statutory provisions, 


Treasury riles issued under the War Acta are 


hear ing the 


statutory 


, 


This was a summons to determine (in 


er alia 
bequests of Exchequer Bonds and 44 per cent. 
adeemed by their conversion into 5 per cent. War 
had begueathed to the Ethical Society £600 her 5 
Exchequer Bonds and to the Cancer Research Institute and Cancer 
Hospital all her holding in 35 pe (1925-1928) and 4} per cent 
(1925-1945) War Loan equally. There was a residuary gift in her will 
which had made on 15th 1916. The War Loan Act 
1916, came into operation on December, 1916. The testatrix at 
the date of her will was possessed of £100 34 per cent. War Loan, £600 
5 per cent. Exchequer Bonds, and £1,000 44 per cent. War Loan, and o 
17th February, 1917, she exchanged the Exchequer Bonds and the 4 
per cent. War Loan respectively for 5 per cent. War Loan in accordance 
with the official prospectus issued by the Treasury on 16th January 
1917, to the effect that holders of (inter alia) Exchequer Bonds, 1921 
and 43 per cent. War Loan might convert their holdings as on 16th 


whether certain specifi 
War Loan had 
Loan. The testatrix 
ot 5 per 


beer 
cent 
cent 


D) cem ber . 
22nd 


PAA TT 


been 


February, 1917, with accrued interest, and receive 5 per cent. War Loa 
at the rate there set forth. The testatrix died in 1919. She had not 
converted her 35 per cent. War Loan The War Loan Act, 1915, s. 1 


sub-section (4 


provides that the Treasury may make rules for carry 
ing into effect the provisions of the Act as to the exchange of securitie 
and may by those rules provide, with the necessary modifications, for 
the matters for which provision could be made under section 29 of the 
National Debt (Conversion) Act, 1888, and may also by these rules apply 
with such modifications as may be 
Part IV. of the Act (whether repealed or not) which 
it expedient to apply. The War Loan (Exchange of 
1917, issued by the Treasury in accordance with the above section, a 
applied by section 1 (2) of the War Loa: 
expression ‘* new securities '’ means the stocks or bonds of 5 per cent 
War Loan, 1929 to 1947, or the 4 per ce War Loan, 1929-1942, and 
the expression old securities means any securities which under the Act 
or arrangements made by the Treasury thereunder may 
for new Rule 4 provides that, in 
ment executed before the passing of the Act 

1916), reference to any old s« 


necessary any of the provisions ot 
may thinl 


Securities) R 


they 


+} 
ules 


nt 


be exchanyed 
securities any Act passed or instru 
that is, the War Loan Act 
if the securities are exchanged 


urities may, 





for new securities, be construed as a reference to anv new securities 
received in exchange therefor: and in case of any instrument ex« 
cuted before the date of these rules, any disposition which, bat for t} 
— f the Act and these rules, would have operated as a specif 
vequest of any such securities shall, if the same are so exchanged. be 
construed as a specific bequest of the amount of new securities for whicl 
the same is exchanged 

P. O. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts, said : In whatever forn 


the conversion is carried into effe the transaction in substance is ar 


exchange of old securities for new securities. The rules of 1917 issued 
by the Treasury were authorized by the War Loans Acts 1915 and 
1916, and incorporated the provisions of Part IV. of the National (Debt 
Conversion) Act, 1888, and are therefore statutory rules and have the 
force of statutory provisions. The fourth rule expressl, provides that 
in the case of ar testamentary disposition exe uted before the date of 
the rules lisposition whic but for the provisions of the Act—that 
means the Act of 1916—and the rules, would have operated as a specific 
bequest of any such securities—that means old securities should, if 


the same 
amount of 


were so exchanged. b onstrued as a specific bequest of the 


[t 


new s 


curities f 5 the same were ex 


hanged 


is suggested that the transaction is a purchase and not an exchange, 
but that is not the true view of the which is clearly one 
of exchange There has therefore ademption of the specific 
quests, and the charities are entitled to the 5 per cent. War Loan 
to which the 4) War Loan and Exchequer Bonds have b 
respective onverted.—Counse., G. /. Hudyera; Jenkins, K.C.: Ash 
worth Ji e: #. WM. Pattisaon: Owen T/ K.C and Whitmore 
Richards Souicitors, J. (. Brookhouse; Farrer & Co.; Radford & 
Frankland 


transaction 
been 


per cent 


teperted by Lroxann Mar, Barrister-at-Law 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 


HOPKINS +. BULBECK AND OTHERS. 10th March. 


Horridge, J. 





Act, 1916, provide that the 





Prorection ORDER—CONCEALMENT or Facts—-Setrinac Asipe—MAtTRI 
MONTAL Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 85), s. 21 
! arre coman 1872 terene 1 protect ivrder from a magia 
} trate ¢ the ground of th nieged desertior f her hushand by fraudu 
lentl conece neo the a if 1a Th eect of that order 
| was to gi the wife the 7 f a teme ‘ that she could dis 
pose of he woperty ) / “ lread lead, and in the 
event of an intestacy he "7 ' i pa to her next of-hin and herr 
at-la Vo notice was given to the husband of the application to th 
j pistrate md the hushar / not nou f the protection wder until 
att wif / th a ; f+ facta the Court aet amide th 
y f ‘ fe 
The ts ! ise ff ! a ear trom the judgment, Coun 
sel for the plaintiff cited and discussed the Matrimonial Causes Act 
1857 (20 & 21 Vict. « s. 21; the Matrimonial Caus Act, 1858 (21 
|} & 22 Vict. c. 10 6-10; D Rule 124, 125 and 197; Wudge 
| Ad 1881, 6 P. D. 54 VeCarthy (1892, P. 21). The 
cas ws undefe led 
| Horripae, J his nlyment | I} resol ve teelf into an 
| application to set asids t ct rder obtained by the wife of the 
| present plaintiff That orce le der sectio | of the Matri 
| monial Causes Act, 1857, am is made on the ground that the plaintiff 
| had deserted his wife sit 18th Augus 1872 The order was made 
| in the absence the husl 1 and thout motice to him It was now 
said that the rae is btained b t aud and suppression of material 
facts It has een proved etor me that the plaintiff married Mary 
Hop the ( riey Apri 1U72 In July he ave birth to 
} t ! and )t Aug 1872 e left the plaintiff without giving 
1 reas The plaintiff did | t to find her, but she disappeared 
| and took gre ire ea ereabout Both in London and 
| Midhurst e even darkened her rooms 8s to conceal herself from 
her husband. She came into contact with John Robert Saver and saw 
| a great deal of hin H is the cle it Bow-street wl lrew up the 
| protectior order nd she made him her residuary legatee under her 
wl In these circumsta ‘ bi ouite ciear ft it the plaintiff never 
deserted his wif and that the fact that they ere iving together on 
18th August 1872 ‘ ed fr é nagistrate vho made the 
order 1 have no hesitatio: savil that the protection rder must 
| be set aside Counse., for the i. Clifford Mort SOLICI 
ror, 17. G. Kenyon, for Alhery, 1 ds Beresfortl, Midhurst 
| [Reported by C. G. Tatsot-Ponsonsry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. CHARLES WOOD. 


Earl of Reading, C.J., Darling and 


Sankey, JJ. Ist March. 
| CrmminaL Law—Evipence—PRISONER CHaracten Pour In Issue 
| (ROSS-EXAMINATION COUNSEL FOR CROWN EVIDENCE © ONVI 
TION OF OFFENCE Poster OR TO HE OFFENCI rut SUBJECT OF rHE 
| ['RIAL—ADMISSIBILITY—CRIMINAL EVIDED Act 189% 61 & & 
| Vict. c. 3) 1 (8 
Where a pe } hoary eats frocat of the wit 
NCRACA yw fi f t / é f eatahl wn good chan 
| act ca é lence of @ / he may. at f qoe into the 
| apit ‘ hox. t whed que fe / yt a/ v that he has heen mm 
ected fora Al ‘ cho 1 fact wae nmitted chaeque tly fo the 
4 c/ / ihver i fj f f The material time far shewing 
that } ford / / the trial 
\ppea a ist ! Tt pre ul Charlies 
\\ I i ed \] | x Sessions or in 
de i He s ith Februar 1920 i int 
i charwes with tti é lience at & t night 
of 29 N I r, 1919 l ed. On 9th Fet is tried 
| bet t separate ir al ¢ t hich ree vith a 
| i ir olfence |} otis i e! oma io t ening on 
| 29 Novembet \ s i tr he py ants i cross 
| exa ed tnes pr it I to th ippellant’s 
| chara ter pre is t bo N ember 1919 | ul in ent into 
the tness-box and ga ide e for tl defence He 8 then cross 
examined | in s€ t t ted ¢ dence of tne 
‘ nant ‘ : d 3 
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(iv) The adhesive stamps shall be cancelled in black indelible ink 
by a hand stamp ibearing the word “ Cancelled” and ‘the date of 
cancelling or otherwise as the Commissioners of Inland Revenue may 
from time to time direct. 


offence which was committed later in point of time than the one of 
which he was then being tried. He was convicted and sentenced to 
seven months’ imprisonment on each conviction, the sentences to run 
consecutively. He appealed, and it was submitted on his behalf that 
evidence of offences committed later in point of time than the offence 
for which he was then being tried ought not to have been admitted, 
because it was an infringement of section 1 (f) of the Criminal Evi- 
dence Act, 1898, which provides that ‘‘ a person charged and called as 
@ witness in pursuance of this Act shall not be asked, and if asked, shall 
not be required to answer, any question tending to shew that he has 
committed or been convicted of or been charged with any offence other 
than that wherewith he is then charged, or is of bad character, unless 
. « « (ii.) he has personally or by his advocate asked questions of the 
witnesses for the prosecution with a view to establish his own good 
character . . ."’ It was also urged that the sentences should be 
made concurrent. 

Earl of Reapine, C.J., delivered the judgment of the Court. 
After referring to the facts, and dealing with various points raised on 
behalf of the appellant, he said that the last point taken by counsel 
for the appellant was that evidence was admitted on the second trial, 
that the appellant had been convicted of an offence which, in fact, 
jwas later than the offence of which he was then being tried. Counsel 
complained of the cross-examination of the appellant. But it was a 
perfectly legitimate cross-examination, and was within section 1 of the 
Criminal Evidence Act, 1896. The Legislature meant to give a person 
charged the benefit of being tried as if he was a man against whom 
nothing was known. For the first time, a person charged with an 
offence was allowed to give evidence, and the section was passed to 
prevent the prisoner being prejudiced by cross-examination which was 
admissible in other gases, to test the credibility of the witness. But if 
the defence gave evidence that the prisoner was,a man of good char- 
acter, whereas he was a man of bad character, then they were asking 
the jury to try the case on a false ground, and the prosecution were 
not only entitled, but bound to shew that he could not be placed on 
such a high pedestal. It was said that the cross-examination was in 
respect of an offence committed subsequently to the offence of which 
the appellant was then being tried. But it all went to shew that the 
prisoner was not of good character at the time of the trial. That was 
the material time, and there was no ground for objection to the cross- 
examination. The appeal against the conviction must be dismissed. 
With regard to the sentences, the Court thought that in the circum 
stances the sentences should be made concurrent.—Counsg, F. J. New 
man, for the appellant; G. D. Roberts (Roland Oliver with him), for 
the Crown. Sonscrrors, Breeze d Wyles, for the appellant; Director 
of Public Prosecutions, for the Crown. 

[Reported by T. W. Moneay, Barrister-at-law.] 


New Orders; &c. 


New Statutes, 


On Slat March, the Royal Assent given to— 
The Coinage Act, 192). 
The Coal Mines (Emergency) Act, 1920. 
The War Emergency Laws (Continuance) Act, 1920, 
and to several private Acts. 








The Aliens Order, 1920. 

Notice is hereby given, under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that the 
Lord (Chancellor, in pursuance of the powers conferred on him by 
section 29 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, proposes to make 
Rules for the purpose of carrying imto effect Article 12 (6) (5) of the 
Aliens Order? 1920. 

Copies of the draft rules may be obtained from the office of the Lord 
Chancellor, House of Lords, 8.W. 


Sist March. Gazette, 2nd April. 





The Acquisition of Land (Assessment of 
ompensation) Act, 1919. 

Fees PayaBLe unpeR Section 3 (6) of tHe Acguistrion or Lanp 
(ASSESSMENT OF Compensation) Act, 1919, IN RESPECT oF PROCEED 
INGS BEFORE OFFICIAL ARBITRATORS. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred on Us by Section 2 and Section 3 
of the Public Offices Fees Act, 1879, We, being Two of the Lords Com 
missioners of His Majesty's Treasury, hereby give notice, order, and 
direct as follows ; 

(i) The fees for the time beimg payable under Section 3 (6) of the 
Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Compensation) Act, 1919, in 
respect of proceedings before Official Arbitrators shall be payable : 

a) in the case of applications for the selection of an Arbitrator 
by means of an adhesive stamp, affixed to the application ; 

(+) in the case of the award of an Arbitrator by means of a 
stamp impressed on the award of the Arbitrator. 

(ti) The adhesive stamp to be affixed to applications shall be over 
printefi with the words ‘‘ Official Arbitration (Land).”’ 

(iti) The impressed stamps shall be of such design and character 
as the Commissioner of Inland Revenue may from time to time adopt 


for the purpose. 





James PARKER, 
J. Towyn Jones. 
Two of the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury. 


29th March. (Gazette, 2nd April. 





Air Navigation. 
ORDER OF THE SBCRETARY OF STATE UNDER THE AIR 
NAVIGATION ACTS, 1911 to 1919. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred on me by the Air Navigation 
Acts, 1911 to 1919, and all other powers enabling me in that behalf, 1, 
the Right Honourable Edward Shortt, one of His Majesty's Principal 
Secretaries of State, by Order, make the following regulation amending 
the Air Navigation Regulations, 1919:— 

Regulation 5 (2) (d) of the Air Navigation Regulations, 1919, shal! have 
effect as though after the word “regulations ’’ there were inserted the 
following : ; 

“ Provided that the Secretary of State may, on application being made 
to him, grant licences to firms engaged in the aircraft industry authoriz- 
ing the dropping of packages by parachutes from aircraft on to dropping 
grounds approved by him for the purpose, subject to such conditions and 
for such tame as may be specified im the licence, and subject also to any 
directions issued by the Secretary of State for the purpose of supplement- 
ing or giving full effect to this proviso.” 

E. Suortr, 
One of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State. 


Home Office, London, 30th March, 1920, 
[Gazette, 2nd April. 





County Court, England, Procedure. 
(Continued from page 397.) 
ORDER XII. 
INTERLOCUTORY AND INTERIM ORDERS AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Order XII., Rule 9, and Forms 89 to 91 are hereby annulled, and the 
following rule and the forms in the appendix shall stand in lieu thereof, 
viz. °-— 

42. Order XII., Rule 9. Deposit may be ordered where defendant 
neither residing nor carrying on business within 20 miles from court 
files affidavit of defence on merits.\—(1) Where a defendant neither 
resides nor carries on ‘business within a distance of twenty miles from 
the court in which the plaint is entered, he may make an application 
to the registrar in accordance with this rule for an order directing the 
plaintiff to deposit in court a sum of money as security for the costs of 
the defendant. 

(2) The application shall be in accordance with the form m_ the 
appendix [Form 89)], and shall ‘be filed with the registrar, by post or 
otherwise. ' 

(a) Where a defendant to a default summons delivers a notice of 
defence with such notice; or 

(6) Where a defendant to a ial default summons delivers an 
affidavit of defence with such affidavit ; or 

(c) In any other case, seven clear days at least before the return 
day of the summons ; 

and shalJ in case (a) or case (c) be accompanied by an affidavit stating 
that the defendant intends to defend the action and has a good defence 
thereto on the merits, and stating shortly the grounds of his defence. 

(3) The registrar shall duly consider the allegations in the affidavit 
filed by the defendant or in his affidavit of defence, and may in his 
discretion either refuse or grant the application. 

4) If the registrar refuses the application, he shal] send notice to the 
defendant by post according to the form in the appendix [Form 90}. 

(5) Tf the registrar grants the application, he shall send to the plaintiff 
by post a notice according to the form in the appendix {Form 91], calling 
upon ‘him to deposit in court within three clear days from the date of 
the notice such a sum as the registrar, having regard to all the circum- 
stances of the case, may direct. 

6) Where a deposit is required, then— 

(a) If the deposit is duly made, the registrar shal! send notice 
to the defendant according to the first paragraph of the form in the 
appendix (Form 91a]; 

4) If the deposit is not duly made, the registrar shal! send notice 
to the defendant according to the second paragraph of the form in 
the appendix, and in that case the action shail be struck out. 

7) Provided that if the deposit is not duly made, the court may on 
good cause shown order the action to be reinstated on such terms as it 
may think just, and may adjourn the trial, and on the deposit being 


‘made the registrar shall send notice thereof to the defendant and direct 


him to attend on the day fixed for the triai. 
ORDER XIV 
AMENDMENT. 
The following rule shall stand as Order XIV., Rule 12a. viz. :— 
43. Order XIV... Rule 12a. Amendment of default or enecial default 
summons, 51 & 52 Vict., c. 43, s. 87. 9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 73, «, 8.}—The 
judge, or the registrar in cases within his jurisdiction, shal] have power 





SceReeaeheeaaes A 


oO¢gce 











April 10, 1920 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 64.] 411 








———e 


4o amend the particulars of claim in an action commenced by a default | 


éummons or a special default summons by substituting or adding in the 
alternative or otherwise any claim or claims which could be added or 
substituted by amendment if the action had been commenced by an 
ordinary summons ; and where any such amendment is made the action 
shall proceed as if it had been commenced by an ordinary summons, 
upon such terms as to costs or otherwise, and subject to such conditions, 
as the judge or registrar may think just 


ORDER XV LL. 
EVIDENCE. 
Lraminatwne. 


The iollowing rule shail stand as Order XVU1., Rule 33, viz. : 
44. Urder AVILI., Rule 55. Application for examination of wit 


nesses abroad.}—An application for an order for a commission, request 
or order for the examination of witnesses out of England and Wales shail 
be made to the High Court in manner prescribed by rules of the Supreme 
Court. 
ORDER XXa. 
REFERENCE ror Inquiry aNv Report. 

45. Order XXa., Rule 1. Heference of action for matter for inquiry 
and report, 9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 73, 8.6. Form 154. }—(1) Where pursuan: 
10 sectuon six of the County Courts Act, 1919, the judge, with the consent 
of the parties, refers any action or matter or any question arising therein 
to the registrar or a reteree for iquiry and report, the order of reference 
shall be according to the form in the appendix. 

(2) Subject to any order of the judge us to the conduct of the 
reference. 

(@) the registrar shall hold ‘the inquiry at the court house or at 
nis office. or may hold it at or adjourn it to any place which he 
may deem most convenient to the parties ; 

(6) a referee other than the registra: may hold the inquiry at 
adjourn it to any place which he may deem most convenient to the 
parties ; 

(c) the registrar or referee may have any mspection or view which 
he may deem expedient ; 

{d) evidence shall be taken and ‘the attendance of witnesses may be 
enforced by subpena, and the inquiry shall be conducted in the 
Same Manner, as nearly as circumstances will permit, as trials are 
conducted before the judge ; 

(e) the registrar or referee shall have the same authority, with 
respect to discovery and production of documents and in the con 
duct of the inquiry, as the judge; 

f) nothing in this rule sha!! authorize the registrar or referee to 
commit amy person to prison or to enforce any order by attachment 
or otherwise ; 

ig) the registrar or referee may submit any question arising in the 
reference for the decision of the judge, or state any facts specially 
with power to the judge to draw any inferences therefrom, and 
in such case the order to be made on such submission or statement 
shall be entered as the judge shall direct; and the judge may 
require any explanation or reasons from the registrar or referee, 
and may remit the action or matter or any part thereof to him for 
further consideration, or decide the question referred om the evi 
dence taken before the registrar or referee, with or without addi 
tional evidence, as the judge may direct ; 

‘h) The report shall be made in writing and filed in the court, and 
shall be open to inspection by the parties, and the registrar or 
referee shal! as soon as the report is filed give notice to all parties 
by post ; 

(1) where the report has been made and the further consideration of 
the action or matter has been adjourned to a day named, any 
party may apply on the day named to the judge to adopt the 














report, or may give four days’ notice of an application to come on | 


on that day to vary the report or remit the same or any part 
thereof for further inquiry or report; or if the further considera 
tion has not been adjourned to a day named any party may on four 
days’ notice apply to the court to adopt the report or to vary 
the same or remit the same or any part thereo? for further inquiry 
and report. 
(3) On consideration of the report or the further report, if any, the 
judge may give such judgment and make such order im the action or 
matter as may be just, without prejudice to any right of appeal. 


ORDER XXII. 


TRIAL. 

Order XXIT., Rule 7, is hereby annulled. and the following Rul: 
stand in lieu thereof, viz. : 

46. Order XXTI., Rule 7. Where neither party or one party only 
appears on default or epecial default -Where a default 
summons or a special default summons has been issued and a notice or an 
affidavit of defence has been delivered, and neither the plaintiff nor the 
defendant appears when tthe action is called on, the action shall be struck 
out ; and where the defendant appears and the plaintiff does not appear, 


ill 


Summons, ] 
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and by such dnstalments as the court shall think fit, or, where judgment 
is entered for a sum exceeding twenty pounds, exclusive of costs, the 
unount for which judgment is entered shall be ordered to be paid either 
forthwith or within fourteen days, or at such time or times and by sach 
instalments as the plaintiff may have a ‘ah to accept or may 
gree ‘to accept at the time of entemmg judgment. 
‘ae XXiL. Rule 25, is hereby ennalied, and the followimg rule shall 
. sreof, viz. : 
— —— xtrr.’ Rule 25. Where registrar authorized to hear 
disputed claims. 9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 73, 8. 5 (1) Where a regutrer is 
authorized by the judge to hear and determine any disputed “= 
the sum claamed or the amount involved does not exceed ve 
is called on before hum ascertain 


ase heard by him 


which 
pounds, he shall when any 
whether ‘the parties onsent to lave 


cose 


the « 


suc! 


ORDER XXIIa. 
[ure County Courts Act, 1903 


3 Edw, 7, c. 42.) 
Order XXUa., Rule &, is hereby annulled, and the following Rule shall 
stan heu ‘hereof, viz 
‘e. Orde 7 xX XT la "Rule 8. Admissions. |—Order IX., Rule 2, pare 


ms. shall be read as if the words “ ten 


graph 2, and Rule 5 as ' a? 
clear days"’ were substituted therein for the words five clear days. 


is to admissx 


Order XXIlA.. Kule 22, and Form 414 paragraph 2, are — 
annulled, and the following rule and the form in the appendix sha 
stand in lieu thereof, viz. , are 

49. Order XXIla., Rule 22. Fixing day for trial of #7 he a 


(1) Where a special default, summons 1s issued 


delivers an affidavit of defence, or is let ha r oy = 
| f 4 t, or @ 

ourt shall on the delivery of the affidavit, 

F “ ser to the 

the 


summons. J 
defendant 
registrar of the home « : : 
the making of the order letting the defendant in to defend 


registrar of the foreign court a letter according to the oe aa 
appendix {Form 41a (2)], requesting him to fix a day for the rial ; = 
immediately on the reowspt of such letter the registrar ot tihe a 
court shall fix a day accordingly, such day to be so fixed as toa ow = 
least ten clear days'notice to be given of the day so fixed, and sha li = 
to the registrar of the home court a letter according to reg ng y* . 
appendix (Form 418] informing him of the day on which he thas r- 
that the trial shall take place; and om the recespt of sucl letter ve 
registrar of the home court shal) sepd to the plaintiff and defendant 
notice of trial according ito the forms in the appendix (Forms 39, 40 (2)], 
and shail annex to such notice a notice according to the form in the 


uppendix [Form 4lcJ 
(2) Provided that 


wn 


where Uhe defendant instead of delivering an 


| affidavit of defence delivers an admission of the whole of the plaintiff's 


claim. the action shall not be sent: for trial to the foreign court, but 
shall remain and ‘be disposed of in the home court And where efter 
the registrar of the home court has requested the registrar of the foreign 


| court to fix a day for the trial of a special default summons, but before 


| court 


the action, subject to the proviso to section eighty-eight of the Act, shall | 


be struck out, and costs may be ordered against the plaintiff as in the 
last preceding rule mentioned ; and where the plaintiff appears and the 
defendant does not appear, judgment may be entered for the plaintiff 
without further proof and, subject to the provisions of these rules as to 
admissions, the amount shall be ordered to be paid at such time or times 





notice has been sent to the parties, the defendant. detivers an admission 
of the whole of the plaintiff's claim, the action shall not be sent for trial 
to the foreign court, but shall remein and be disposed of in the home 
and the registrar of the home court shall send a letter to the 
registrar of the foreign court informing him thet the admiasion has been 
the action will be retained and disposed of iw the 


delivered and that 


home court 


XXIIn 


's Courts 


ORDER 

HEGISTRAR 

X Y7Tb ‘ Rul 1 What actiona may he entered at reqiatrar's 

courts. 51 d& 52 Vict. c. 43, s#. 9, 92.1—(1) Subject to the provisions 
of this rule, and to any general or special directions of the judge, 

a) any action founded on contract and commenced by ordinary 

summons, in which the registrar mav by leave of the judge, or in 

of the judge's death or unavoidable absence, enter judgment 


5O. Order 


case 
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under section mnety or section ninety-two of ‘he Act if the defen- 
dant does not appear, or appears and ‘admits the claim ; and 
(b) any actron commenced by ordiwary summons in which the sum 
claimed or the amount invo ived does not exceed five pounds, if the 
judge has given leave to the registrar under sub-section one of sec- 
tion five of the County Courts Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 73], to 
hear and determine such cases on the application of the parties, 
may be entered for hearing at a registrar’s court. 
Provided that 
i) mo such action shall be so entered if the defendant or any of 
the defendamts (if more than one) neither resides nor carries on 
business within the district of the court, except in the cases pro 
vided for by section eighty-four of the Act ; and 
(ii) where a registrar's court is appointed to be held at a place 
other than the place at which the court 1s held by the judge, the 
registrar shall, before entering any ection for hearing at that court, 
have regard to the « Type ative comverntemce to the parties ot access 
to tihat piace or to the place W here the court is held by the judge ; 
and 
1) Where at the time of the entry of a plaint for a sam exceed- 
ing five pounds the registrar is informed or has reason to believe 
that the actaom us likely to be defended, the action shall be entered 
for hearing at a court be held by the judge 
(2) ‘he preceding paragraph of this rule shall apply to the fixing o 
the day for the hearmg of any action for a sum not exceeding five pounds 
commenced by a default summons in which the defendant has delivered 
@ notice of defence, or for disposing of any action commenced by a 
default or special default summons m which the defendant has delivered 
an admission of the whole of the plaintiff's claim 
51. Order XXI1b., Rule 2 1) Notice to parties of trial at registrar's 
court.}—Where amy actnon is entered or fixed for hearing at a registrar's 
court, the pleint mote and summons in the case of am ordinary summons 
or the notice of trial in the case of a default or special default summons, 
aha || state that the court will held before the registrar only ; and a 
notice according to the form in the appendix [Form 46,] shall be annexed 
to the plaint note or notice of trial grven or sent to the plaintiff, and to 
the summens or notice of trial to be served on or sent to the defendant 
(2) Noti by either party de ring trial before judge. }- If any party 
to the action desires to have the same tried by the judge, he shall give 
notice of his desire to the registrar within four clear days of the receipt 
of the notice referred to in the preceding paragrapt 


r 


52. Order XXI1b., Rule 3 idjournment from registrar's court for 
trial before judge 1) Where in an action for a sum exceeding five 
pounds entered or fixed for hearing at a registrar's court 

a) either party gives notice in accordance wit he last preceding 
rule that he desires to have the action tried by the judge ; or 
4) any defendant gives notice of any defence or of any set-off « 


counter-claim exceeding the sum of five pounds ; or 
c) any defendant pays into court a sum less than the full amount 
claimed in satisfaction of the claim, or delivers an admission o 
liability for a part only of the amount claimed, and the plaintiff 
does not before or at the hearing give notice that he accepts the 
amount paid into court or admitted in satiefaction of his claim; 01 
d) any defendant files a notice of claim to contribution or indem 





nity against a person not - party to the actior oT 
é¢) any party gives notice of dem: ind for jury; o7 
3 
f) the registrar is otherwise informed that the action is like t 
be defended: or 
\g eitner — uw the hearing states tha e desires to have the 
action tried by the judg 
the registrar sha ad je urn the hearing of the action to the next con 
venient court at which the judge will hb present, and shal] give not 
t t > r " f the ] . } «4 7 
» the pa ies piace’ at which and the day and hour on and at 
which the hearing 1s to take place 
2) Where ir ; , 
S.! Ww ere in ar ction entered or fixed for hearing at a registrar's 
cou the sum claimed or the amount involved does. not exceed five 
pounds, and 
@) erther party gives notice in a rdance with the last pre eding 


» thas } ‘ . 
rule it he desires to have the action tried by th judge ; or 
4 inv defendant gives n tice of any set-off or counter-claim 
exceeding five pounds ; or ‘ 
c) any defendant files a notice of claim to contribution or in 
demnity against a person not a party to the action; or 
(d either party at the hearing states that he desires to have the 
action tried by the judge ; 
the registrar shall adjourn the ‘hearing in 
ceding paragraph of this rule 
A “ 
(3) Provided that if any party states at the hearing that } 


iccordance with the last pr: 


1e desires 





have the action tried by the judge without having given notice of his 
desire In accordance wit} the last A agr cedi ng rule he may be ordered to 
pay any costs pr perly incurred 1 he other party in consequence of 
such notice 1 iVing been giver 
53 Order XXNTTh . Rule 4 Other business as registrar's courts 
The registrar may at a registrar's c urt hear any application and transact 


any busines l exercise anv other 


lur sd ctior wh ch he is iuthorised 
to hear or transact or exercise a “ 


t a court at which the judge is present 
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or at his office; but before fixing any such business for any such 
court appointed to be held at a place other — the place where the 
court is held by the judge, the registrar shall have regard to the com 
parative convenience to the » parties ‘of access to that place it to the place 
where the court is held by the judge 

ORDER XXL. 


JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 


The following rule shal] stand as Order XXIII., Rule 7a, viz 

54. Order XXIII., Rule ta. Where money under judgment or order 
to be paid to the other party. 9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 73, a. 18.) Where pur- 
suant to section eighteen of the County Courte Act, 1919, money payable 
under a judgment or an order is at the time when the judgment or order 
is given or made directed to be paid by one party to the other party or 
his solicitor instead of being paid into court, a direction to that effect 
shall be inserted in the judgment or order. Any such direction, if not 
given at that time, may be given subsequently, ‘in which case, an order 
shall be prepared and served in accordance with the last pre eding rule 

Order XXIII., Rule 8, is hereby annulled, and the following rule shall 
stand in lieu thereof, viz 

‘6. Order XXJII Rule 8 W he n order on default summona need 

it be served. ]}—Where sment is entered against a party served with 


“del ult or special default summons no order need be drawn up cr 
served uniess the judgment ‘s for payment by instalments or fer pay- 
ment to the other party or his solicitor, or unless the plamiiff hae 
vbandoned part of his claim under Order XIV., Rule 13. 


The following rule shall stand as Order XXII. Rule 12 

% Order xX t TIT... Rule 1c. Set-off of ewe“ or orders tm 
county ¢ ourts and High Court. 9410 Geo. 5, c. 73. 9.}—/1) Where 
one person hae obtained a judgment or an order ina count y court against 

ther r person, and that other “person has ubtained a judgment or an order 

gainst the first-mentioned pe rson in the same o- in another c unty c yurt 
vr in the High Court. an application under sect. 19 nineteen of the County 
Courts Act, 1919, for leave to set off any sums including costs payable 
inder the several judgments or orders may be made in accordance with 

1e provisions of this rule 

2 W here the judgments or orders have been obtained in th same 
county court, the appli _ shall be made to that court on notice in 
writing in acc dance with the rules for the time being in force as to 
nterlocutory app! ications. 

{3) Where the judgments or orders have been obtained in different 
county courts, the application may be m ide to either of such courts on 
notice in writing as aforesaid, and the applicant shall give notice in 
writing of his intended application to the regstrar of the other court. 

4) In any such case the regstrar of the court, or the 3 registrars of the 
respective courts, as the case maybe, shall on notice of application being 
uv execution on th sevral judgments or orders, or on 
r respective courts, and retain 


ino 





filed wr received s 
e judgmente or orders »btained in the 








iny money pa id i court under any exe sation or order in either of the 
actions or matters t ' ide the event of the application. 

5) The rs ‘ade n the pplication ~¢ direct, how any money 
paid into either court is to he dealt with, and a copy of the order shali 


rders have been obtained in different courts 
f the court in which the order is made to the 


where the judgments 
be sent by the registr 


registrar of the other court, who shall deal with any money paid int 
that court m accordance with the directions contained in the order. 

(6) Where amy sums are ordered to be seti off satisfaction shail be 
entered for the same. and execution or other process shell issue only 


in respect of the balance remaining payable 

(7) Where one: judgment or order has been obtwined in a county cot 
and the other in the High Court, the application shall be made 
High Court in manner prescribed by rules of the Supreme Court. 

The applicant shall give notice in writing of his intended applicatior 
to the registrar of tlhe county court, who shall proceed in accordance t 
paragraph 4 of this rule 

A copy of the order made on the application shall he sent by tl 
applicant to the registrar of the county court, who shall deal with any 
money paid into that court in accordance with the order, and sha 
where any sums are ordered to be set off, act in accordance with para 
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(8) Where under any order made under this rule any money paid into 
ove county court is to be dealt with by another court, the registrar of 
the first courti shall certify to the registrar of the second court the amount 
to be so dealt with; and shall account for end pay over that amount as 
the treasurer of his court shell require ; and the of the second 
court shall out of any moneys in his hands pay the amount so certified 
in menner directed by the order, and shall be allowed by the treasure! 
% his court, at his audit, the amount so paid 

‘Dhe following rule shal) stand as Order XXII., 


“ist rar 


Rule 15a, viz 


57. Order XXIII... Rule 15a Order staying erecution or ordering 
discharge of debtor. 9 & 10 Geo. 5 73. s. 2).—(1) Form 153 is hereby 
aumulled, and ar order under section twenty-three of the County Courts 
Act, 1919, to suspend or stay amy judgment order, or execution, or for 
the discharge of a debtor, may be according to the form in the Append, 

Form 153]. 
2) Where any such order is made, then 
(a) if execution has issued the warrant shill be returned, but the 


judge may order the debtor to pay the costs of the warrant and any 
or expenses incurred by the high bailiff before the recall of the 
warramt, and may authorize the high bailiff to sell a portion of the 


lees 


goods seized sutfic ient to realize such costs, fees and e Xpenses ar d the 
expenses of the sale: and 
any such warrant may be re-issued by leave of the judge ; 

(4) if the debtor is arrested or confined in prison under an ordet 
issued an the action, a sealed copy of the order of discharge, signed 


by the registrar, shal) be delivered to the bailiff or gaoler an whos 
custody the defendant is, who on receipt thereof forthwit! 
discharge the debtor ; 

(c) wf a debtor is ordered to be discharged on terms which inchuide 
habthty to re-arrest of the terms are not complied with, the party 
entitled to the benefit of the judgment. or order may if the terms are 
not complied with apply to the judge, who may in 
order the debtor to be re-arrested and imprisoned for the remainder 
of the term of imprisonment which was unexpired at the time of 
ms discharge ; 

(¢) at the judge so orders, a duphcate order of commitment sha 
be issued, and a certificate shall be indorsed thereon and signed by 
the registwar, stating that it is in substitution for the original order 
of commitment, and thas been issued by order of the judge by reason 
of the failure of the debtor to comply with the terms imposed by 
the order of dischiarge ; and such duplicate shall ‘be delivered to the 
bailiff and shall be an authority to him to re-arrest the debtor and 
to the gaoler to receive and detasn him for the remainder of the 
term of imprisonment, or until he shall be sooner discharged by duc 
course of law ‘ : 


shal 


his discretior 


(To be continued.) 


Societies. 
The Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society. 


Proceedings at the annual general meeting, held at the Law Institu 
tion, on Tuesday, 2nd March, 1920, when there were present :—M) 
Humfrys (president), Mr. A. D. Steel (vice president), Messrs. Arm 
strong, Carver, G. Lloyd, Symonds-Tayler, R. 8S. Coles, Batterby 
Leather, Scobie, Vaughan, Wadsworth, E. L. Wallis, W. P. Levic 
and J. R. Symonds (hon. secretary). 

The minutes of the last meeting were confirmed and signed. The 


report of the committee for the past year, 
was received and adopted 


with statement of accounts, 


It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. Scobie, seconded by Mr 
Humfrys, “That Mr. F. H. Leather be elected president of the so« ety 
for 1920 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. Wallis, seconded by M) 
Armstrong, ‘That Mr. R. H. Symonds-Tayler be elected vice-presi 
deut for the ensuing year.”’ 

Che following committee was elected :—Messrs. F. R. James. W. J 


Humfrys, M J G. Scobie, E. P. Lloyd, W. P. Levick, C. B. Mase 
field, E. L. Wallis, Armstrong, E. P. Careless, A. D. Steel, W Thorpe 
Mr. J. R- Symonds was re-elected honorary secretary and treasurer 
The followthg s were elected as members of the so iety :—Mr. Harold 
James, Hereford ; O. N. Martin, Hay 
The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 
Vembers and the War.—During the war, owing to the 
many members and the strain placed on those who 


absence of s 


were left throug 


the reductions in their staffs, the proceedings of the society have been 
in abeyance, and an appeal is now made to members to co-operate it 
restoring its sphere of usefulness 

This is the thirty-eighth vear since the establishment of the societ 
and the thirty-second since its incorporation, but no report has been 
issued since March, 1915 


Since that date no less than sixteen members have been lost throu: gh 
deaths and resignations owing to removals or retirement. 

Among these the tragic end of Mr. W. T. Carless. 
major in the Ist Battalion, 
was reported “ missing "’ after the landing in 
most in our minds, while the deaths 
dents :—Messrs. J. Lambe, A Temple, 
Masefield, also an ex-president, and an 


while serving as 
who 
still fore 
ex-presi 


Collins. Mr. R 


and useful member. 


the Herefordshire Regiment (T.F.) 
Gallipoli, is 
include the following 
and F. §. 


energetic 








NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 

Correspondence Invited. 


SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 














For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
Age not less 
then Females. Males. 
60 | £810 6 | £9 9 10 
65 | 918 6, 11 210 
70 11 19 10 13 8 6 
| 





‘A strong, well-managed concern.” — Financial Times. 

“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 
generation.’ —Insurance News. 

“One of the best-managed Insurance 
Impressions. 

‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 
CENTURY throughout its career.’—/’ost Magazine. 


ENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 


Companies in Great Britain,” — 





Here follows a Ist of splicitors and artic led clerks who served im the 
wat It includes the following, who were kiled wn action 

mere follows a list of solicitors and articled clerks who served in the 
Wal It includes the following, who were killed in action 

\\ l Carless Major, lst Battalion, the Herefordshire Regiment 
LF 

W. L. Carver, 2nd Lieutenant, Lst (Reserve tattalion, Herefordshire 
Regiment (T.F.) 

Richard C Sale irticled to W T. Sale} Captain Lat Herefordshire 
Re giment { I k ) 

R. EE. O. L. Green (articled to F L. Green 2nd Lieutenaftt, 6th 
Battalion, K.S.L.I 

Lhe society congratulate Colonel F H Leather on receiving the 
D.S8.0., Major E. A. Capel the M.C., and Major H. R. Armstrong 
the T.D 

The number of members is now reduced to forty-four, and it is 
hoped that every effortewill be made to restore it to its old numbers 
some sixty to seventy 

Conditions of Sale.The demand for these has been unprecedented, 
ind it has been found necessary to raise the price owing to the greatly 
increased cost of printing and paper They can be obtained from the 
hon secretary at 4d. each to members, and Is. to non-me mbers, and 
sdhesive stamps should always be ysed. The committee again draw 
attention to the need for preventing the issue of the forma to non 
members of the profession 

Land Transfer.—It is understood the Lord Chancellor is about to 
introduce a Bill having for its object, amongst others, the abolition 
of the veto-‘of the county councils with a view to extending the system 
of compulsory registratior The subject was referred to at the general 


meeting, and the following resolution passed 
This soc lety protests svainst the repeal of section 20 (8) of the 
Land Transfer Act, 1897, which requires an application by the county 
mncil before registration of title is made compulsory in any county 
and suggests that, as during the twenty-two vears which the Act has 
been in force no county uncil has been induced to ask for the appli 
ation of the compulsory clauses of the Act, the county councils may 
be invited to petition against the repeal of the sub-section above 
referred to 
Treasury Prosecutions.—The society approved of the following pro- 
posal, which was to be moved at the annual meeting of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies on 11th March 
That in future solicitors acting as solicitors for the Treasury should 
refuse to act on agency terms, and that representations to effect. this 
object should be forthwith made to the Solicitor to the Treasury ‘i 
Conveyancing Charqes.—It was resolved that, in the opinion of the 
meeting, the full scale charges should be made except under special 


circumstances 
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Gray’s Inn. 


At the morning service in Gray's Inn Chapel, on Sunday, 18th April 
the Bishop of Kingston will dedicate a war memorial which will com. 
memorate the services and sacrifice of the forty-four barristers and 
students of Gray's Inn who fell during ‘the war. ~ 

The memorial is twofold. The large north window of the chapel is to 
be filled with three new lights, the work of Mr. Christopher Whall ; 
and on the other side of the chapel is a sculptured monument, designed 
and executed by Mr. F. W. Pomeroy, R.A. consisting of a tablet of 
Hopton Wood stone, on which are inscribed the names of those who fell. 
Above the tablet are the figures in low relief of two angels holding a 
laurel wreath and crown, and underneath is a riband bearing the words : 
‘* Their name liveth for evermore.’’ Below the names is the following 
iiscription : 

‘* To the memory of forty-four gallant gentlemen, Members of the 
Honourable Society of Gray's Inn, who at their Country's Call laid 
down their lives in the Great War. 1914-1918. 

In addition, there is to be a new window near the altar, designed by 
Mr. Anning Bell, A.R.A., depicting the figure of Ar« hbishop Gilbert 
Sheldon, who was admitted an honorary member of Gray's [nn in 1664 
Both memorials, as well as the Sheldon window, are the gift of Mr 
M. W. Mattinson, K.C., one of the senior benchers of the society. 

Admission to the service will be by ticket only. Places are being 
reserved for near relatives of fallen members, and the under-treasure: 
of Gray's Lun will be obliged if any parent or other near relative who 
has not yet been invited will communicate with him by letter as soon as 
possible 


United Law Society. 

Meetings held in the Middle Temple, Common Room. Mr. R. W. 
Turnbull in the chai 

20th March.—Dr. E. Leslie Burgin moved :—‘t That the case ot 
(ieddling v. Marsh (1920, W. N. 33) was wrongly decided.” In the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. W. 8S. Jones, Mr. W. J. Williams opposed. 
Messrs. H. B. S. Hoddinott, C. P. Blackwell and C. Willoughby 
Williams also spoke. Dr. Burgin having replied, the motion was put 
to the Honse, and lost by three votes. 

12th April.—Mr. H. B. &. Hoddinott will move: “ That in the 
opinion of this House Labour is fit to govern Mr. J. R.° Williams 
will oppose 


The National Federation of Law Clerks. 


The second annual conference of the National Federation of Law 
Clerks was held at Birmingham on Monday In his address, the 
president, Mr. Percival F. Froude, of London, said that some solicitors 
had made a serious attempt to bring the salaries of their staffs up to the 
level of pre-war purchasing power, but in the majority of cases no such 
effort had been made. The solicitors had obtained through the instru 
mentality of the Law Society the definite percentage of 354 increase in 
their charges, and he claimed that those engaged in salaried positions 
should also have a definite percentage advance. Parliament was respon 
sible for the ultimate sanction of the main part of the increases recently 
granted, and the Government was bound to see that those solicitors who 
had not voluntarily met their obligations to their staff were compelled 
to do so by force of law 

He agreed that a strike was not the appropriate weapon for use in 
the legal profession, and if a properly equipped Court of Arbitration 
were set up for the legal profession, he should unhesitatingly advise 
the law clerks to waive the right of striking, which, in common with 
the rest of the community, they now possessed, and to submit to be 
bound by its decisions 

The incoming president is Mr. M. D. Macduff, of London. 


The Judiciary and Strikes. 


Che Vimes correspondent, in a message from Toronto of 7th April, 
buys 

When sentence was pronounced on the Winnapeg stmike leaders, all 
but Ivens declared the trial unfaawr and reiterated their determination to 
adhere to the right of the general strike and free speech. Judge Metcalfe 
interrupted Bray te warn him thet in pronouncing the trial anfair he was 
committing a mere serious offence than that for which he was sentenced. 
He laid himself apen to a summary sentence for an indefinite period. 

The Jadge added that the status of the Judimary was being lowered by 
members of the Legislature ander the cloak of privilege. fe was tired 
of trying to uphold the dignity of the Court, and the time was coming 
when men chosen for this honourable position would prefer private 
practice. Men should not be allowed to make such speeches as they were 
making daily, in which he was described as the representative of the 
capitalist class and the strike leaders as victims of judicial partiality. . 

Johns, who was the second of the prisoners to be sentenced, stated that 
what he had done was done by order of the men he represented, and that 
those onteide the working class could not anderstand the needs of the 
workers. There were only two clisses, the working and the capitalistic. 
Social ownership was inevitable, and he believed that the strike had been 
seme by the Citizens Committee, who were afraid of One Big 

Tnion. “They beat us,” he added. “TI admire them for it. They beat 
us because we did not know enough. Punishing will not stop #. Hfad 


Building Progress. 


The fact that builders and bricklayers were to be seen at work in som 
distrkxts during Easter, says the 7'imes, suggests that a more energetic 
move is being made to provide some of the houses required in the 
London area 

The new housing schemes submitted to the Manistry of Health during 
the week ended 27th March numbered 106, and the total number of 
schemes submitted by local authorities and public utibity societies is now 
9,462, comprising about 65,000 acres. The schemes approved numbe: 
5,440, involving about 44,000 acres of land. During the week tenders 
were submitted for 4,635 houses. The tenders now approved deal with 
88 326 houses 

By the end of February the Valuation Department of the Inland 
Revenue had successfully completed negotiations for the purchase of land 
on behalf of the local authorities in 2,600 cases relative to an area of 
13,707 acres. The price asked for this land or to which local authorities 
had provisionally agreed was £3,556,039, or an average of £259 per acr: 
The total finally agreed to be paid was £2,553 ,608, or an average of £186 


per acre. 





Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


The second term, 1920, will commence on Monday, 12th April, on 
which and the following day the principal will be in his room for the 
purpose of seeing students who may wish to consult him as to their 
work. Lectures and classes will commence on Wednesday, the 14th 
The subjects to be dealt with during the term will be for final 
students : (1) Law of Contract (Mr. A. D. McNair); (ii) Probate 
Ecclesiastical and Admiralty Law (Dr. Burgin); (iii) Procedure in the 
Commercial Court and Arbitrations (Mr. C. Robertson Dunlop, K.C 
aud for intermediate students: (i) Things Real (the Principal); (ii) 
Things Personal and Rights in Private Relations (Mr. Cleveland 
Stevens) ; (iii) Law of Crimes (Dr. Burgin); (iv) Trust Accounts (Pro 
fessor Dicksee). A course on Constitutional Law (the Principal) will 
be commenced, and the course on Roman Law (Mr. W. L. McNair) 
will be continued, both for the intermedate LL.B. examination; and 
a course of classes on the Introduction to Stephen's Commentaries, for 
students enrolled under the Exemption Order, will be taken by the 
Principal. 

Copies of the prospectus and time-table may be obtained on applica- 
tion to the society's office. 

Tue Law Soctery’s STupeENTSHIPS 

Intending candidates for the forthcoming studentship examinations 
are reminded that the last day for receiving entries is the 15th instant 
Copies of the regulations and forms of entry! may be obtained on appli- 
cation to the society's office 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 2 


Law Stupents’ Depattnec Sociery.—At a meeting of the society, heid 
at the Law Society’s Hall, on Tuesday, Wth March, 1920 (chairman, 
Mr. C. P. Blackwell), the subject for debate was: “ That in the 
opinion of this House the tendency of the modern playwright is to 
represent laxity of ethics and morals as being the normal attitude ot 
the educated classes of the present day; that this is a gross exaggera 
tion of the facts, and is to be condemned.”’ Mr. C. H Woolrych 
opened in the affirmative; Mr. R. P. Croom Johnson opened im the 
negative. The following members also spoke :—Messrs. R. Oliver, 
Buller and Anderson. The opener, having replied, the motion was lost 
by one vote. There were fifteen members present. 








Obituarv. 
Sir Henry Stephen. 


The death occurred on Ist April, at Sydney, of Sir Henry Sreritex, 
late Acting Chief Justice of New South Wales 

Matthew Henry Stephen was born in Tasmania on Sth December, 1828. 
and when a boy went to Sydney with his father, the late Sir Alfred 
Stephen, at one time Chief Justice of New South Wales. He was edu 
cated at Sydney College, now Sydney Grammar School, and was called 
to the Bar in 1850, completing his legal studies in England. On his 
return home, he soon took up a prominent position at the Sydney Bar, 
and was in several causes célAbres, being in 1879 the first barrister under 
Australian law to be appointed Q.C. He was three times offered the 
position of Solicitor-General, but he declined this and other legal ad 
vancement, until in 1887 he was appointed to the Supreme Court Bench 
His retirement from the Bar in 1903, when he was still a vigorous 
man for his age, was marked by many tributes to his character as 4 
Judge and a public man, and he was knighted in the following yea 
During a brief experience in polities he held in earlier life a seat in the 
Legislative Assembly. He had been a vice-president of the N.S.W. 
Cricket Association and Chancellor of the Diocese of Sydney. He was 





we been dead the One Big Union movement would have gone on.” 


twice married. 
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Legal News, 


Appointments. 


The Lord Chancellor has transferred Judge Macepnerson from Cir 
cuit No. 19 (Derbyshire) to Circuit No. 53 (Gloucester, &c.), in place 
of Judge Ellicott, who has retired, and has appointed Mr. Harotp 
Newey to be Judge of County Courts on Circuit No. 19. Mr. Newell 
was called to the Bar in 1895, is a member of the North-Eastern Cir 
cuit, and has been practising at Bradford 


Changes in Partnerships. 











Dissolution. 

Henry CumBERLAND Brown and Epoar Writiam Bricnten, Solici 
tors (Brown & Brighten), Bank-chambers, Luton, Beds, and 4, Mitre 
court, Temple. Dec. 31, 1919. Such business will be carried on in the 
future by the said Henry Cumberland Brown 

[Gazette, April 2 
Removal. 
Messrs. Srect & Co.'s offices, 1 and 2, George-street, Mansion 


House, being included in a scheme of rebuilding, they have made work 
ing arrangements with Messrs. Cox & Co., of 17, Tower Royal, Cannon 
street, where their London business will in future be carried on 


General. 


The Treasury announce that on and after 12th April they will be pre 
pared to offer prices for certain American dollar securities deposited 
with them. The holders of these securities will be advised individually, 
and lists of the securities to be purchased will be exhibited at the 
various stock exchanges. The uctenes will be transacted at the 


National Debt (branch) Office, 32, London-wal!, E.C 











Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No, 1. Evs. SARGANT. 
Monday April 12 Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam 
Tuesday ...... 13 Church Leach Gol t Borrer 
Wednesday.... 14 Farmer Charch Leach Goldschmidt 
Thursday .... 15 Jolly Farmer Church Leach 
Friday ........ 16 Synge Jolly Farmer Church 
Saturday 17 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
Date. Mr. Justice - Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.0, Mr. Justice 
5 ASTBURY. PETERSON. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. 
Monday aoe 12 Mr, Jolly Mr. Church Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer 
Taesday . 18 Synge Farmer Bloxam Jolly 
Wednesday ~~ 4 Bloxam Jolly Borrer Synge 
Thursday .... 15 Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Friday....... 16 Goldschmidt Bloxam Leach 
Satardey coce Leach Borrer Charch Goldschmidt 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1920. 


Cuanosay Covrr I. 


Ma. Justics SARGANT. 


COURT OF APPEAL. | 
Im Arrzat Covat No, 1. 
me 13th April.—Exparte Applica- 


s, Original Motions and Interlocu- 
ay Appeals from the Chancery and | Tuesdays...... (om ae and cham 
Prebate and Divorce Divisions. Wednesdays ...Fur cons and non-wit list. 
Wednesday, 14th Apri!l.—Revenue Appeals | Thursdays _... Non-wit list. 
will be taken. Fridays ......... Mots and non-wit list. 


bay Appeals on and after Monday, 
9th and continued untit further notice. Cuanczay Oovar V 
Ma. Jusrics RUSSELL, 


when other Business is adver- 
List Mr. 


Aprrzat Covar II. Ex 
Tuesday, 13th April.—Exparte Applica- cept 
tions, Original Moti otions and x 


tised in the Dail 


Cause 
tory “Appeals from the King’s Bench + a -  B, E Oh 
Division, and, if necessary, King’s Bench : 
Final Appeals. A —y~ x ty | with the 
Wednesday, 14th April — Final Appeals ——— ee 


from the King’s Bench Division will be 
taken and continued in this Court. 
Cmancery Covar II. 


Logp Onancetion’s Cover, 
Ma. Josticz ASTBURY. 


Ma. Justics EVE. 
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THE BEST 
INVESTMENT. 








Actual Result of a Sun Life 
of Canada 20-Year Invest- 
ment Policy Matured in 1919. 





9 DE rovccdvesesdene 


Age at Entry, 31. 


Annual Deposit for 20 years only, or ceasing at previous 


No, 59030 on life of Mr. 


death £50 19s. Od. 
Sum GUARANTEED, £1, 000 p ayable at end of 20 years or at previous 
death. In event of death, payed y further guarantees to retarn 
one-half of all deposits paid, in addition to £1,000 Sum Assured. 
RESULT. 
At end of 20 years the following ms were oe to Investor : 
Option 1. Withdraw in eash sum guaranteed e £1,000 
Withdraw in cash Protits added ne ; one "385 
Total Cash £1,385 
Option 2. Take a policy payable at — without “e 
further deposits being required .. ; £2,630 
Option 3. Take e an annuity or life of tot on per annum £112 
Option 4. Withdraw in Cash £812 
and stall have policy payable at death which participates 
ua £1,000 


in profits each 5 years 
Taking the Cash settlement of £1, 1,386, the baventes sensived from 
the Company £366 more than he had deposited, and im addition free 
Insurance for amounts increasing from £1,025 9s. 6d. in event of death 
in first year to £1,500 10s. in event of death in 20th year. (Sum 
Guaranteed ef £1, 000 and half annual deposits made. ) 


SAVING OF INCOME TAX. 


An abatement of Income Tax is allowed by the Government on the 
annual deposit made for these policies. Had the abatement allow- 
ance of Income Tax d the of this policy been the same as at 
orang Mr. H. H. would have saved £7 10s. annually, which would 
ave been equivalent to reducing his annual deposit to £43 98. Or to 
put it in another way,in 20 years he would have saved in Income Tax, 
£150. Add this te his Cash Profit of £366, and it makes a tota 
profit of £516 on the investment and free insurance into the bargain. 
Full details at any age and for amy amount on application to 
J. F. Jenkin Olena ver), , * Life of Canada, Canada Mouse, Norfolk 
Street, London, W <2 























The Sun Life of Canada specialises in Annuities. Assets over 
£23,000,000. 
CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 
SPRING ASSIZES, 1920. N. EASTERS. NORTHERN. 
a. MoCardie, J 
Commission Days. ae Mr. Commissioner 
— W. F. EK. Taylor, K.B.E., K.C. 
Ae a2 a 
Monday, Apriliz pen th be verpool. 
ne - © ivil ~ Criminal) 
Monday, May 3 - Leeds Manchester eee 
(Civil and Criminal) “"|"“"* (Civtt and Crimtual) | 
os 3 — 
— ss Se —j 
In the House of Commons, on 31st March, Major Baird, Under 
Secretary for the Home Office, in reply to Mr. E. Kelly, stated that the 


total number of prisoners now interned in British prisons under the 





Except when other Business is advertised 
im the Daily Cause List Actions with MenkAy 000. © ~ Connpaatis yay non- 
Witnesees will be taken throughout the | Tucsdays...... ie 
Sittings. Wednesdays t +y~ con and non-wit list 
@uancuay Covst Ill. Thursdays =. + one eat 
iJ 
Mz, Juerics PETERSON. Fridays non-wit lies 
summonses 
oie We ‘s d'son-wit lat con Cmancsay Covar IV. 
ednesdays ...Non-wit list . . y 
Th y” -.Wen-wis list Mr. Justin P. O, LAWRENCE. 
Lancashire Business will be taken on | Bacops when other Besinean is advertions 
sd te ot a the 7 and 2th April, s the Daily Cause Légt Actions with 
1 ReBKes will be roughout the 
Fridays wiiieet conan list Bittiogs. — 





Defence of the Realm Act was 102. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette Turspay, Maroh ®. 
JOINT STOOK COMPANIES 


LImMitep is CHANCERY 









Berrisn einvo Conceaets Exoinesainga Co Lap In Votuntaky Ligquipa 
TION (Creditors are required, on or before April 3, to send in their names and 
udder on ‘ particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederic Ditehfield 
Morr Spencer House, Seuth-—! quidator 

Ben SPinsixne Oo horton Lap. Oreditore ere required, on or before April 30 
to send their names and addresses, and the particnlare of their debts or claims 
to Joseph Hood, liquidator, under wer to Bee Spinning C toydon LAd 

Eversl Chem rlain-rd Oldham 

Se ReMBAN [item hatTaT (o Lp In VoLtontTary LIQUIDATION (‘reclitors are 
requ rex! ore April 24, to send their names and addresses, and the 
partiowlar { their dette or sume to William Moir and Lawrence Edmund 
Slade, 2, 3 a +. Idol-la Kastoheap, hquidators 

Hartisa \ rsTeR isues Syxpicate, Lrp.—4jreditors are required, or r wfore 
Wwril 26. to send their names and addresses, and the particulare of their debts 
ind sims, to Sidney Pear 4, George-st Mansion House, liquidator 

Kantoss & Cote, Lrp.--COreditors are required, on or before April 90, to send their 
mmes and addresses, and the partioulars of their debts or claims, to W H 
jones, 2, Lavdet Liverpool, liquidator 

Vanse Rise Mita Co Lap. (Creditors are required mn or before April 2 
eon! ther names and addre ‘ nd the particulars of ther debts or clamnes, 
to Fred Ayrton, I4, Church-lane, Okbham, liquidator 
ARDOVA SrTeaMSnir Co I (reditore are required n or before May W 
to send the names and ane ond the particulars of their debts or clams, 
to Willem } rd Mour 1 Lard-«t Liverpool, liquilator 

Loud (iazrtte Frivay, April 2 
IOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
MiTED IN CHANCERY 

Enon 4 (rex t required, on or before May 6, to send their pemes 
and addrew-. mi t irtioulars of their debts or lemmas, to Edward Cecil 
Moore 1, Cros “ yuidator 

WALKFS LAOMAX [ts t Crechtor aur required, on or before April 3, to 
aon + t un und addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t& 
James Barlow, liquidetor nder cover to Walker & Lomax (1808), Ltd Moor 
' \\ e, Bur 

nos. Wras SON Lap. Creditor ure required, on or before May 7, to send 
the wen ml addr 4 nd the partwhulars of ther debte or claims, t 
George Collison Tuting Parsons, 120, Colmore-row hirming! liquidator 

james TAYLOR Saaw), Lap,.-COreditore are required n Aprml 30. to 
wml ain t r names and adkireases, with particulars of their debts or laine 
to John William Fitton, Prudential-bidgs., Union-st., Oldham, liquidator 

Kenoat Kinems Lip. ‘reditors of the Conpan are t« wove their debt« r 
lait n r lee \ i” R. Duncan Freneh 3). North Jahn-et LAvenpoo! 
puidate 

Hanpiey & Witkins, Lp (‘reditors are required n or before April 28. to send 
their nan aml acdkdreeses, and the portioulars of their debts or lnims 
Owen Walter Thompson, 84, Colmore-row, Birmingham Liquidator 

GRADWELLS HKeSTAURANT Lap In Votostany LI@rimpaTion Awveditors are re 
juired, on or before April 24, to send in their names and addresses, with par 
ticulare of their debt r a to Geor H. Poveer, 18, Withy-crove, Man 
ohester, hquidator 

aimes INVestTMENT Trust CoRroRaATION L.vp Ln VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION 
Creditor required r before Mav I. ¢t “ml their names and addresses 
rod the particular f cir debte or claims, to Thomas Turketin Il, Queen 
V wtoria-st diquidat 

Giowtaxo InvestTwent Co Lp Iv Votontary LI@vUuipaTion (‘reditors are ré¢ 
jvired, on or befere Ma 14, to send their names and addresses, and the por 
tienlars of the debts or claime, to Thomas Turketine, 11, Queen Victoria-st 
quidator 

Rowen InvesrwMenr Co Lap In Votonrarny LIQUIDATION (‘reditore are r 
yuired, on or befor Ma 14, to send their names and addresses, and the par 
tioulars of t) rt r m t Thomas ‘Turketine LI, Queen Victoria-«t 
liquidator 

Ocean Suiprixne Tres? Lrp In Votontary LIQ@utpation Creditore are required 
on or before May M4, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Thomas Turketine, LI, Queen Victoria-st., liquidator 

/ don Gazette vespay, April 6 

» & 'T JUNK Lap In Votuntary LigUuiDpATION Creditors are required on 
or before Apr wr. te nd their names and acdkireeses, and the partioulers 
their debte or claims, to Ernest E. Hill, 8, Working-st., Cardiff, liquidator 


SuNert Chon Reasee Estate Oo., Lep.—Creditore are required, on or before April 


, to send their names an vuidreases, and the particulars of their debts or 
lain to William Moir and Lawrence EKeimund Slade, 2, 3 and 4, Idol-lan 
hasteheap yu iche teor 

lararer Rorvat (Reavy Sr. Eowenps l1p.-Creditors are required, on or befor: 
April 9. to semd t r names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
and claims, to Geor Carter, 58, Alyheygate-st., Bury St. Edmunds, liquidator 

SUTHERLAND Sreamesnw Co lap In Votentarny Ligvipation.)—Creditors are 
required, on of fore April 30. to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debte or claime to Ernest Rohinson. 38. Sandhill. Newcastk 
on-Tyne, liquidator 

MARNE Rine Mitt Co. Lap.Creditors are requires on or before April 22, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 


to Fred Avwrt 


on 


1$, Church -lane Oldham, liqu dator 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 





London Gazette.—Torspay, March 30 

! & Y Store lAd Ward & Walker, [4d 
Norfolk Syndiente, Ltd Lord, Hampson & Lord (1919), Ltd 
Cartwrighte (Putney Ad Delta Mill Co. Ltd. 
North American Land and Timber Co., Castle Tablet Go, Ltd 

Ltd Heywood Cotton Spinning and Manu 
B. E. Harrison, Ltd facturing Co., Ltd 
Horsham Club Co., Ltd Ohariton Stud Co lAd 
Whitelands Twist Go. Ltd Roe Acre Mille Co., Ltd 
Guidebridge Spinning Co., Ltd Seremban Rubber Estate Co.. Ltd 


Folkestone Mechanica 


Ltd 


Transport ( Sierra Co., Ltd 


lorbinia Engineering Co. (1916), Ltd 


Bircherove Collieries. Ltd Bee Spinning Co. (Royton), Ltd 
Atlas Lond and Building Co., Ltd lames Tattersall & Sons, [td 
R. Hurley & Sons, Ltd ireand Palace (Poplar), lAd 
Haslemere and District Co operative loseph Monks & Co.. Ltd 

Fee Depot, Ltd H. G. Chalkley & Sons, lAd 
Speedonia, Ltd \lexander & Shepheard, Ltd 
Tyneside Alloys Co., Lid Miller, Son & Company, Ltd 





London Gazette.—Fauipay, April 2 

British Thread Oo., LAd. Thomas Crew & Sons (Mucclesfield), 
Walker & Lomax (1808), Ltd Ltd 

Arundel Rabber Estates, LAd. 
Ena Spinning Co., Ltd 
Jacksons, LAd. 
J. & ©. Harrison, Ltd 
Philip Morris & Co., Ltd 
Siebe, Gorman & Uo., Lad John Potte & Co., Ltd. 
Paris (Transvaal) Gokl Mines, Ltd Ocean Shipping Trust, Ltd 
J. 8. Robinson, Ltd 5 Mater & Bon, 14d. 
John Rovers, Ltd Dindings Ruther Co., Lad. 
British Reinforced Concrete Engineer Swan Lane Spinning Co., Ltd 

ing Oo., Lad. High Wycombe Conservatice Club 
Godwins, Lad Ltd 

Wise & Iandsell, Ltd Glacier Anti-Friction Metal Co. Ltd. 
* Direct Line Shipping Co., Ltd Damansara (Selangor) Rubber Co., Ltd 
“Wigan Stewm Navigation Co., |Ad Sentinel Waggon Works, Lad. 


Wiheseoe Foundry Co., LAd. 

Thames Investment Trust Corporation, 
Ltd 

James Teylor (Shaw), LAd 

Gowland Investment Co., Ltd. 

Bower Investment Co., Ltd 








Thor. Webb & Sons, Ltd ct as & Son, Ltd. 

Mallalieu & Wrigley, Ltd Grae I's Restaurant, Ltd 

Tees Tug Co., Ltd British OColowr Printing Co., Ltd 
Mre. Gereth, Ltd Makin's “‘ Cireu " Generator, Ltd 


Barramia Mining and Exploration, Ltd Meltham Spinming Oo., Ltd. 
Marling & Oo., LAd. Briar Mill, Ltd 

Engineering and Aro Lampe, Ltd Martin He Ltd 

Robinson Tug Co., Ltd Cieely Drew, Ltd 

Gable Silk Manufacturing Co., Ltd Sareons, {Ad 

Castleton Moor Spinning Co., Ltd Mytelite Co. Ltd 

Ramebottom, Lyons & Oo., LAd Liskeard Public Rooms Co., Ltd 
Wilsons & Berry, Ad Kscot Rubber Estates, LAd. 


“Turspar, April 6 


Allen's Green Bowling Cheb, Ltd. 
Sungei Choh Rubber Estate Co., Ltd 








London Gazette 


Devon Estates (Malacca), Ltd. 
John C. Small, Ltd. 


Marchbank, Bainbridge & Co Mudkdles Horace Woodward & Oo., Ltd 
brough), Ltd. Theatre Royal (Bury St Edmund 
Sutherland Steamship Co., Ltd Ltd. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


London Gazette.—Tvtspay, Maroh 23 
Last Day or CLAIM 


AenamaMs, Sir Barnett Liones, K.O.B., Porchester-ter., Hyde Park May 7 
Arthur 8. Joseph, 61, Fore-st., Moorgate-st 

Baker, Otana, Crouch End. April 30. Taylor, Stanbury & Co., 18, Billiterst. 

Barnrettr, Norman Kenyon, Bradford, Engineer April @. RK. Newton Rhodee, 
Hall & Ashworth, Bradford 

Besson, Isanetca, Manchester. April 30. Walker, Dean & Co., Manchester 

since, Atstrt Morton, Bideford, Fitter April 20. Hole, Seldon & Ward, 
Bideford. 

Bray, ANNie Mavp Grace, St. Anne's-on-theSea. May 1. F. J, & C. Poole, Widnee 

Browne, ANNIE Mary, Hythe April 20. Slaughter & May, 18, Austin Friars 

Buran, A\rraor Geonet MoCavsiann, Hereford. Jume 5. John Bartlett & Son, B 
am! 27, Bush-lan« 

Brwarer, Joan Josern, Beeston, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler April 30 
Chifton, Woodward & Smith, Nottingham. 
CHamerrs, Saetron, Purley, Sutton. May 31. Charles Stevens & Drayton, 6, Bond 
ot., Walbrook 
Coorgr, ALicr, Southsea 
Derumonp, Rosert Epwarp, Hitchin 
pavement 

Even, Witttam Tomas, Pall-mall. May 10. Macdonald & Longrigg, Bath. 

Fockr, Cant Taropors, Brixton. April 3. Kingsbury & Turner, 369 and 37! 
Brixton-rd. 

Foster, CHARLes Biackweit, Drayton, Norfolk, Solicitor. April 20. Foster, Cal 
vert & Marriott, Norwich 


April 33. Fred. G. Allen, Portemouth 
April 30. G. Houghton & Son, 6, Finsbury 





Geumet., Witttsm Ross Rosertson, Shawford, near Winchester. May 4. Sale & 
Co., Manchester 
Gorse, ANNI®, Bamfurlong, near Wigan April 20. Barlow, Jackson & Gee 


Gey, Epwiyx, Hereford, Chemist. May 10. Humfrys & Symonds, Hereford 

Hitt, Marta, Lincoln. April 6. Hebb & Sills, Lincoln. 

HinxMan, Atrrep Ernest, New Cross. April 23. Henry N. Phileox, 7, Trinity et 
JARMAN, Henstrt Epwarp, Bedford-row. April 29. Nickineen & Co., 42, Bedfor 


s mre 

Jessor, Witttsm Harrison, Middlesbrough. April 236. Alex. Lauriston, Middles 
brough 

Keisey, Envwarp Marenan Tunbridge Wells May WwW W. ¢ 
Harries, Tunbridge Wells 

Kixesrorp, Fravivs Josernvs, Evesham, Worcester April 23. Mowll & Mowll 
Dover 

LANGSTON, Heraert Doverss, Teignmouth May 20. Tozer & Dell, Teignmouth 

Lees, ALGERNON Henry, Wilton, Saliebury. April 18. Westbury, Preston & Stav 
ridi, 40, Old Broad-et 

Liastery, Asranam, Clapton 

Livinestox, Mary, West Buckland, Wellington 
lington, Somerset 

Lownpes, Rosert Crayton Baxter, Cuckfield, Haywarde Heath. May %. Brown 
Dobie & Rogers, Chester. - 

Mackay, ANNE, Birkenhead. May 1. J. Priest & Sons, Liverpool 

Mansa, Groner, Chiewick. April 23. Woodbridge & Sons, 5, Serjeants’-inn 

Miter, Marearer Hetew Extza, Sidcup, Kent. April 11. John Bartlett & Son 
2% and 27, Bush-lane. 

Moutoy, Parricx, Sheffield, Carting Comtractor. May 3 

MONKIAND, Inene MARION. Selangor Federated Malay States 
Oo., Savilepl, Canduit-st 

Rawpats, Euma, Weston-uper-Mare. May 10. Humdfrys & Symonds, Hereford 

Roorrs, Hewry, Sutton. April 30. Theodore Bell & Co.. Sutton 

Sroxer, Rosert Berpon, M.P., Bowdon, Oheshire April 2. Vaudrey, Osborne 
& Mellor, Manchester 

Tartor, Ewa, Blackpool. April 20. Jno. W. Mellodew, Oldham 

Tavesax, Many, Radwinter, Essex. April 3. Collin & Adame, Saffron Walden 

Wixeway, Wirentam ARntavr Moors, Adis Ababa, Abvesiiff®, M.D. April 30. San 
derson, Adkin, Lee & Eddis, 46, Queen Victoria-et 

Waker, Jacos, Ipswich. April 30. Hewitt, Woollacott & Chown, 158, Leaden 
hall-«t. 

Watney, Atice, Croydon. May 3. Boodle, Hatfield & Co., 53, Duvies-st. 

WrTHRRALL, FREDERICK Aveustus, West Folkestone. April 30. H. Ernest Sargent 
Wolverh ton 

Warr, Groner, Bgistol. April 86. Fox, Whittuck, Pitt & Elwell, Brietol 

Witxtnson, Ectzaseta, East: Dulwich. May 15. Charles Stevens & Drayton, 6 
Bond-ct., Walhrook 


Cripps, Son & 


\pril 21. Seeley & Son, 2, South-sq., Gray's Inn 
Vpril 3. E. Lee Michell, Wel 


Wake & Sone, Sheffield 
April 17. Capron & 
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Wiwans, Eva, Salita April 30. H. W. Perkins & Co., 41, Jermyn-st DenpeRpare, Many Kitza, Greenwe April 10. Dunderndele & Dehn, Manchester 
Yowpens, Coantes Ricnirp Harrison, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Ma t Hy FaxMer, Cuanies BaRtHoOtomew, South KRensinagt lronimemyger May 12. Williams 
Pomeroy & Son, Bristol & Poole, 106, Fulham-road 
ZEALAND, CHRISTOPHYR, Middlesbrough April 36. Ak Lauriston, Midkdlesbrow FAamNpON, ALaeer |Eenest, Max : May 10. W. H. Speed & Co, 18, Sack 
ville-st 
London Gazette.—Fripsy, March & GALLOWAY I saRp Narter Altre Ape i” Dunderdak & Dehn, Man 
pig om pe Ss wy mtg nate Thompson & Jevon H vam, Heneert Wattr Br s et M l Fiooks & Gremley, Sher 
ond ge ne Loree? 
Baker, Carotine, Tunbridge Wells. May 1 Robert Gower, Tunbridge Well+ Ha oy t Ry wt Brut Somerset May } ‘ Gr Sherborne 
Biep, Cataerine AGwera Penetorr, Cheltenham. April 27. Winterhotham, Gurn Doreet 
& Co., Cheltenham. Hans SON Many Jane. Kast DPD ‘ vu ‘ t Horley, Cardiff 
Bisnor, Freprnick, Long-la April 30. Dinn & Son, Basinghall-st Hayy Capt. EDWIN Turn j M | ours Stevens & 
Bonn, Annie, Leamington Spa. April 3. Large & Major, Leamington Spa Powe) 7 woods I f 
—s ( = Liverpool, Licensed Victualler May 2 Jos. P. MeKenna Hs ve. Groner Bran n Nott \pr ” & Son, Stamford 
siverpoo . 
Berternwick, Many, Kew Gardens. May 5. W. H. Sanders, 36, Lincoln's inn-fields | Hick AMES, Petorbor b t Apr . . ww 8 Poterboraagh 
Burt, Evizasera ANN, Bishopston, Bristol May @. Hy. Pomeroy & Son, Bristol | Huse MARY Port aheste Somerset May 3. |} H \ ‘ St. Martin 
Caresmax, Emma, Winchester. April 15. Ernest Dowling, Winchester | 
Corxisn, Henry James, North Kensington. May 3. H. F. Cornish, 9, Stone-bldg Horruax. Jomn. Old Traffor —— wie De f Musto. April 97 
CuLaoss, James, Harrogate. May 2%. Hepworth & Chadwick, Leeds a iipenee & Gver. a . : 
Dowpatt, Tomas, New Ferry, Chester May 1 Horrocks & Christian-Jones, |} Hr la~wk ANN. Lewes \ . Go.pn.l 
Liverpool ‘ | Kem Feank, Stafford, Grover i | air x, Warm { Reww Safford! 
Ewes, Evizasera Horwoop, Hambledon, Hants. May 1. Munns & Longden, Ok Kemer, Jane. Sheff Ma Maresh & Son, Rotherhan ° 
Jewry Kinoer, Cynm. K laumpur, Mate State April & Aviett & Gott 1nS 
Gory, Emma Frances Marr, Dover. May 8. Lewis & Pain, Dover Cheapsix 
Henriques, Resroca, Hyde Park-sq Apr. 24 Surton, Yeates & Hart, 23, Surrey-st swrence, Roaerr, Pay! t ber Ma Chark \.G. Hayward. H ton 
Herrior, Davip, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Timber Merchant. April 30. Sanderson Devo 
Tiffen & Henderson, Berwick-upon-Tweed Mappams, Witttam, Westcliff, ft Ap 4. Ja I wr & San, Dunedin 
Hkvyes, Eiten, Blackpool April 5. H. Arthur Pickup, Blackpool H e Basinchall 
Hopesoxn, Marearer, Gainford. Durham May 1 Trotter, Bruce & Loft, Bish Vea rT? Metixoa, Rother Py Mar k Sor Rother 
Auckland VoNK, EttzaserTH ANN, Pairtix Raton \ w. Bennett & Thaxton 
Houman, Mary, St. Leonards-on-Sea April 30. Langham, Son & Douglas, Hasting Moor Mary. Ga t Ma D l « Tor N vet 
Homes, Perer, Quorn, Leicester April 30. Harding & Barnett, Leicester | vm 
Hust, Mary Ecrzasera, St. Brelade Jesse April 16. Tasker, Hart & Munby, | On ’ Rosser J.P. ¢ t Cal r By Maker \l 8 Wm. W er 
Scarborough Manchester 
Hvuast, Reverend WILLIAM, Ramsey May 1 Bernard Pretty, Ipewict |} OsBorn Frances, Westan-suwper Mare Mav 10 Hu fr & Symond Hereford 
Jenkins, Davip, Cardiff, Shipowners, &&« Mey 6 Vaughan & Roche, Cardiff } Oxiey, Atrrep, Kir U.S.A Apr ». Murra Hot w & Co.. 1. Birel 
Jones, Jane, St. John’s, Worcester May 15. Garrard & Anthony, Worcester ‘raRSON, Ricwarp. Old H Staffor Ayer we m 1) Hiekman, Old Hilt 
Kangen, Wititam, Wavertree, Liverpool, Shipemith April 30. Dodds, Asheroft & | Staff 
Cook, Liverpool | Perr joux, Ett tor Warw Farmer \ 3 } B. Hanooot Shipstor 
Liorp, THomas, Edgbaston, Birmingham April Shakespeare & Vernor | » Stour 
Birmingham. i | ' FRANe Veh tor Ml Age oO H , \ ‘ Mar 
Mans, Winttiam Henry, Buxton April 26 Thistlethwaite & Brownsword, M | < eter 
chester. Rr } eric W iw «€U©&«*~K t \ » ] ‘ tor %, Ohear 
Mircenett, WILLIAM, Seaforth, near Liverpool April 244. G. H. Hindley, Liver j ‘ 
Neepaam. Witttam Vatentins, Skeffington, Leicester, Grazier May l. Freer A | Satrmarsm, Sanan Ans, Che ' Ap » \ a { Chelmsford 
Leicester San s Witttin Hereert, Bir Ml ; iw ta& 4 Birmingham 
Penny, Emma, Southport. April B. T. H. & T. Dodd, Preston Sa ens, Watren, Farehea Apr Oo Warner & 8 Fareham, Hant 
Prescorr, Mary ANN, Grimsbury, Banbury April 10. E. Lamley Fisher, Ban! SMeracns Buren. Liverpox 4 “ 1 F. Warr . Rurtas ’ ’ 
Reeve, Evcizaseta, Upper Norwood May 7. Sherp & Benest, 11, Arundel-st st PLtzasern Serisa Hoy, Salt M . = f Porter, Ply th 
Rexnsnaw. Wittiam James, Putney April 30. Beckingsale, Greenwood, Tu A s er, s Jane, Saltas Ml 1 Rewles Port ! t 
Cross, 34, Copthall-av STOCK Epwarp, Macclestir ( (lay Merchant. Ma \ & Lord 
Ruxtrovut, ANN, Saint John’s Wood. May 1. Long & Gardner, 8, Lincoln's inn-t M ter 
Rosissoxn, Sakan, Manchester April 27. J. & I Whitworth. Manchest Hrien 4 HERIN Cente —  Rotherf . 
Rosinsox, Apetarpr, Choriton-upon-Medloct April 27. J. & E. Whitworth, M f Tas Newoustle-on-Ty ne Ayer 4 unbert A ' rt, Giant ! 
chester Va row. Wiitram Hewr Hal ‘ ter \ » H E. H Lev 
Rosrnson, Groretna, Manchester April 27 J. & I Whitworth, Manchester 
RNosson-Burrows, Dovetas Heserr WILtiam tjournemouth April 30 1 ! Va ‘ \mecrs Lovise, Tauntor M 1 G.HuheKite & & 1 
Stephen & Co., Saltergate; or Preston & Francis, Bournemouth Woop, Witttm, B Farmer Vpril 17 \ H. Ora Bust 
Ross, Margaret, Canning Town April 30. Arthur J l 28, Basingha H Simon, Lawer ¢ ytan \pril¢ H. B trea * ‘ ' ¢ 
StneLeton, Hannan, Whitehaven. April 22. J. R. Thon Whitehaven } Wrsrter, Vatentina Avousta, Bedford. M 17. Balderst Varrer " 
Towntey, Ataert Henry, Streatham. May 3. Warwict Willi ims & { 23, St 2B 
Swithin’s-la. ! lon Garett FRips \ _ 
Tromans, JoHN, Cradley Heath, Stnffe., Chain Maker \pril 30. George Will ‘ Sornis Dartford. Kent \ ma At Cc. F. F ' ” hin 
Cradley Heath : . 
Vertycx, Fasxy, Ilford — 24. Kingsford, Dorman 23, Essex-st \ : Sanam A Ha Ma ‘ s lelif 
Waternovser, Marra, Birkdale, Sout nn rt April 20 Kk Lyn Liver @ peed \ \ ul | 1) casl a 
Wernsere, Ateert, Lemberg, Poland April 30. E. H. Coopmar », Giltepur-st . "P " ath. . 
London Gazette rvrspay. March 30 Bre Henny, } rton, Buck M wo JIG ord & Alle oO Buck 
33 ‘ hope Southport J e 2 Laweon, Copy & Hart, Man ter 
\wperson, Saran, South Shields. May 1. George Scott, South Shiekle i row. Jou~ FEarr, Rauncor Chester May } I. a Harr 1 & Burton 
\saworrs, Tom, Olkiham May 6. J. Arnold Brierley & Robinson, Oldham verpool 
Benton, JOHN, Wolverhmpton, Farmer May 10 H Ernest Sargent Wolver- | Crank. Ma THA swsow A 1 Hert la Gavt eH Mie Hacer 
hampton Herts 
BisHor, le Wittiam Mires, Birmingha May 7 Forevth, Bettinson } Cuark, Witttam Henry \ “ul Hert Far : Ma Gavt i" Mu 
Co., Birmingham Hadhar H 
Burnpent, Jonyx, Downholland, Lancs, Farmer April @. Brighouse, Jon & 4 vn. Jonx. Hanepeten Mav 4 Gar lve Bete ne iD n, 2. Gr 
Ormskirk ke Basing hall-eg 
Brooks, Atick, Morden, Surts May 17. Chester, Brooms & Griffithes, 3, Be« Corrie, Kexest Wrnpmam, Yar I f W,, Doet Ml ne April 24 
ford-row | Down & Gadhban, Alt Hant . 
Bevce, THomas, W han Durham, Grocer April 30. lambert & Lam ey Ane Jou~ Henry Parketon May 1 Bird & Bird a Ir | 
Gateshead | pa Tromas Joun, Hardwick, Bedford, Farmer f \}e Farr. Retford 
Cooke, LILIAN Mavcpr, Bayewater Vea 1. Thelore, Goddard & { 10, Se Dias Kevecm Witcsam, Camel Civil Bn Vat 1» y a 
jeante’-inn, Temple | i Fak ' Norf 
COwAN ALEXANDER, Newcastle anspon-Tvne Va 6 Adamson Phage Newenstle. | } “ loux, Kirkdak Live I nem! Viet ! M ‘ tman 
on-Tyne ‘ly r & ¢ 1 roe 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, Lro. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 
MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 


Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householder», 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mbortgages of 
INSU RANCE. Licensed Property cattle’ by Coumah will be sent on aaiiesieie 


For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE 2 E.C. @. 
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Bis, Taomas Meuiert, Shepperton-on-Thomes. May & J. D. Langton & Pass Squree, Mary Orana Sruop Bexver, Thornton Heth. Moy |. Gokismith & Peel 





‘ 3 Paper>idge Temple Devomport. 
} must, ‘Mant i Sear a May It Mel Drawbridge & Seer Svemtano, Hagpier Sansn, Braunton, Devon April Withall & Withall, I 
be roucth ‘ ‘ Bed ford-row 
Faweerr, Epira |’ Eereanor, Stowmarket, Suffolk. May 7. Rickerby & Co., Chel Sroxemiie, Groner, Holbeck, Leeds, Licensed Vietualler. April 30. Alfred Hutley, 
/ 7 Leeds 
te nheut : 4 
F most? 'f iL Wimbledon. April @. Andrews, Barrett & Wilkinson, Weymouth. | Topp, ANNA Bonretiow, Lowestoft. May 10. Gibson & Weldon, 27, Chancery -lan< 
Gostine “Epwirp Josern, Kensington. April 21. Richardson, Sowerby, Holden rvck, Heeo, Sydney, New South Wales, Australia. May 9. Arthur Benjamin « 
& Uo., 5, John-st., Bedford-row ; Cohen, 23, College-hill, Cannon-st. ; 
Goven. Jons, Wellington, Salop. April %. Dean & Eapley, Wellington, Salop Tvrver, Jonnw Stpnex, Aneriey. Apri] 30. ©. W. Dommett & Son, 4, Gresham-st 
Gnerse. \vearpe Borvany Viekham, Southampton June |. Gunnere & Gillson Vourt, Pact. Bonavestora Wess ve, Canada May 8. Lawrence, Jones & Co., 4 
t. Mary -axe 
Walther Hants ° Ss ’ 
Hannison ie wane ‘Avent y, Kast Putney May 14. Sandam. Kersey & Tillearde, | Werent, Many ANN, Sutton-on-Derwent, Yorke. May 22. John R. Wood, Yor! 
S, Talvetct wm. « hb P London Gazette.—Tvrsvar, April 6 
| ‘ J ny Giterer, J.P Vhbergavenn April ’ jabyh, rice , ; 
— en — a _— ip Broapwar, Atraep, Reading April 20. Fredk. J. Rateliffe, — we + 
; P ; , 7 ) ) d 2. dawson, Coppock & Hart, Manchester 
. Bourton-on-the-Water, Glox.. Photegrapher. May 3. E. W. | Borns, Rosset, Southport. June ‘ : 7 
sane + > = ~ tee w te ow y ' . yee, Caartorre, Farnham April 30 Hollest, Mason & Nash, Farnham 
HexsHat.. AGNes ANNA, Rhos-on-Sea, Denkigh. May |. Porter, Amphlett & Co, Giose, THOMAS, Rotherham. May 24. Oxley & Coward, Rotherham. 


Guest, THomAS, Altrincham. May 10. Matthew Hall & Thomson, Manchester 
April 30. Bernard Kuit, Man Hart, Ciara Racuer, Saul, Glos. May 4. Sharp & Benest, LI, Arundel-st. 
; Heteert, Lionen Hetaext, Winchester. May 12. Charles Warner & Richardeon 
" } cnativport. M 1. Worden & Worden, Southport Winchester 
ye Cheater "filay ri Redot “Byqott & Sem Cre — ABAMALEK-LAzAREW, Prince Simeon SIMPONOVITCH, Petrograd, Rossia May 8 
Ines, Ewa Jane, Pucklecdhurch, Glos April ®. G Bush & Bush, Brieto! Francis Covell, 4, Arundel-st 
James. Ganvietp Lewis, Pontyewmmer, Glam Baker \pril 24 Depho L Leach, Micnast, Savile Town, Dewstury May 1 Ridgway & Ridgway, Dewsbury. 
Powell & ( " Bridgend, Glau Witwes, Ans, Huddersfield. May 6. Lewis [. Dey, Halifax A 


Colwyn Bay 
Hiros, Joun Siurson, Rusholme Manchester 


chester 


jones, WitttaM, Seacombe, Builder. May 3. O. W. Owen, Liverpool ne gg ee pot _o : pone % — i Sane r. 
oe rm aeoeeSe. Be <. Gad, lyeh, Eotenesh & Baciiess PADDON, Sat —~\ W supens, ( siyten Devon April W). Edward Brandon, 68, St 
Lock Bg Sh — euper Mare May |. lAvibond, Son & Barrington, Bridg nee pnd > Hear, Hoylake. Chester, Underwriter. May 15. Batesons & 
M ee ee nee Medical Practitioner May 5. J. H. Knight a} a. Derby, Farmer May 8 Bagehawe & Co., Sheffiekt. 
Wisse, Jauen Bournemouth \pril 2. Rewlins & Rewlins, Bournemouth Rexp Pans we — - a swe ee ee eB 
— oo “ bo oe  & 4 , ~~ aoe gr .-™ r Burre, Marr Woodbridge May I4. William W. Welton, Woodbridge. 


Wild. Colhne & Crosse. Kennan’e | S8Opv0N, Jesstr Tartor, (Liverpool. May 18. Sidney W. Dod, Liverpool. 
Hon Crown-<t., Cheapside Srrove, JOHN Groroe, Brighton. May 15. Perey Short & Cuthbert, Donington 
ee Rimes —_ ° House, Norfobk-st 

Parworra, Wititam Hotpen, Cheltenham. May 7. Rickerby & Co., Cheltenham - 7 . : 

Pirwan. Waiter Harwarp, Hampstead April 90 Parkers & Hammond, Friers Perven, Eten, Lee, Kent April 3. Reed & Reed, 1, Guikthall-chmbre. 
House, ®, New Broud-st — 


Orvoup, Josern, South Kensington. May 12 


Heed gone! oo “2 = re one tands pry oo ~ oo A VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that aw 
iets 60 Bewat Siecials tan Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
Rowe, Vincent, Cheltenham. May 7. Rickerby & Che itenham. ——. perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
Sitomons, Hexay Hrs, Bavewater-rd May 7 tmeanuel & Simrmonds, 25, Fins 


suffer according y. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
dcnurte. “Mex Freepmiem, Lake Placid Village. New York State, U.S.A, May 15, | 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
Herbert Oppenheimer, Nathan & Vandyk, 1, Finsbury-sq chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Simpson, Avritxe Ema, Bournemouth. May 1, Eagleton & Sons, 40, Chancery: | Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 








bare iture bric 

Surrea Groner ANTHONY Notting! 1 Ineurwnee Manarer \pril 30 Walker & purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furni ’ works art, -~A-brac, a 
“netitnaestgg lt portant speciality —[ Apvr. | 
a Oniven, THomas Ronsox, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Assis Preeotr, Sir Francis Tarior, Stone-bidgs., Lincoln's 
Bankruptcy Notices tant Schoolmaster Apr. Sat 11. Off. Ree., Pearl Inn April Yet Ll. Bankruptey-bldgs., Oarey-st. 
° hidgs., 4, Northam rland-st Neweastle-upon- | Steven, NatHan James, Barnsley, Colliery Labourer 
: Tyne , April § at 10.30. Off. Ree.” County Court Hall! 
London Gazette Furmy, March & Homes Perervat Graxt. Westcliff-on-Sea Apr. 7 at Regent-st. (Eustgate entrance), Barnsley 

RECEIVING ORDERS il 192, York-rd., Westminster Bridge-rd THompson, Groner, Leeds, Carrier April 8 at U1. 


Oo ec., 3 s . 
\DJIUDICATIONS fl. Ree., 34, Bond-st., Leeds 


ALEXAND?E! Cuantrs, Ligndudne Furniture Dealer ‘ Writs, Reetnatp Farrpax, St. John's Wood April 12 
Bencet Pet. Mer. 2. Ord. Mar. 2 \LEXANDER CHARLES Llandudno Furniture Dealer at ll Bankruptey+ldgs., Carey-st 
ve = — ‘ ~» , ’ A ° 
Rosman rmows. Golder's Green Antique Dealer , Bangor tgs’ Mar 23. Ord. Mar. 2 ‘ :, ADJUDIOA TIONS 
Barnet. Pet. Mer. 3. Ord. Mar. 2 SR IDOES mane _ Upper we rwood Surrey. rovdon Biosse, Rosert Cyrnit Lyncnm, Hythe, Kent. Canter 
Loser, Rosear Cram Lyxca, Hythe Canterbury Pet. Feb. 6. Ord lar. 19 bury. (Pet. Jan. 8 Ord. March &. 
Pet. Jan. 8. Ord. Mar. 6 JONES ELIzZapeTH Lianarmon-yn-yale Denbighshire - 


. Bosman, THomas, Golder’s Green, Antique Dealer 
Revere Wiittrs Eowarp, Wolverhampton, Consulting x Wr : ham - ; — Y 18 5 Mar. - ‘ Barnet. Pet. March 3. Ord. March P) 
Enginter Wolverhampton ret. Fel 27 Ord ING, JOEN toyton ances, otor Cur roprietor CHAMBERS, FRANK, Magperiey, Notts, Lace Manufac-. 


% es) . 29 4 
Mar. 22 Oldham. Pet. Mar. 28. Ord. Mar. 2 turer. Nottingham. Pet. March 1. Ord. March 27 








Daxtet, Lacnence Aveustos, Bayswater. High Court, | ''*2say, Niget Crawronp Stamford Brook. Brentford. | Coxes, THomas Trpeny, Walsoken, Norfolk. King’s 
Pet. Nov. 27. Ord. Mar. 2 Pet. Nov. 6. Ord. Mar B Lynn. Pet. Maroh 6. Ord. March 25. 
Day, Wiituam - Camden-rd Woollen Merchant Mepp, Wit — FR — Ipswich a Undertaker. | , opp, WiLtism Joun, Caistor, Lincoln, Licensed Vik 
High Court. Pet. Mar. & Ord, Mar, 23 Ipawic h Pet Mar - Ord. Mar ‘a. tualler. Lincoln. Pet. March 27. Ord. March 27 
pe Watens, Louis, Great Portland-st Londen, Glov race, - A " ~—% Pw — “a = Wands Day, Witttam Exwxest, Camden-rd., Woollen Merchant 
Merchant High Court Pet. Feb, 12. Ord 7. nae ag teed or Mer. & eed et High Court. Pet. March 8. Ord. March 26. 
Mar. 26 Mer. @. 0 4 in <a arrier. | is ‘ ve Montatev, Count Rene Prerne ANue Mante Josern, 
Fisuee Beaorners, Fenchurch-st Hich Court Pet T. & re x. ar. & Piccadilly. High Court. Pet. Jan. 26 Ord 
Feb. 12. Ord. Mar. 2 London Gazette FRIDAY, March 30 March 25 
Jones, Etcmasers, Lianarmon-yn-yale, Denbighshbir RECEIVING ORDERS Fornses, Davip Winton, Sudbury, Middlx. Barnet 
Farmer (widow). Wrexham. Pet. Mar. 18. Ord Copp, Witttam Joan, Caistor, Lincoln, Licensed Vic Pet. Feb. 24. Ord. March 27." 
Mar. 18 tualler. Lincoln. Pet. March 27. Ord. March 27. | Girinp, Henry Erskine, Stookwell-rd. Hich Court 
Kemer, A. E.. South Norwood, Croydon, Financier Forses, Davin Winton, Subury, Middlesex. Barnet. | Pet. “Nov. 29. Ord. March 20. 
High Court Pet. June B. Ord. Mar. 24 Pet. Feb. &. Ord. March @. Gear, Freoenick WItttam, Walthamstow, ' Merchant 
Kixe joux, Reyton, Lanes Motorcar Proprietor Suirh, Atrraep Evwin, Manchester, [Draper Man- | High Court. Pet. Jan. 31. Ord. March 25 
Oldhaw Pet. Mar. 2. Ord. Mar. @ cohester, Pet. March 36. Ord. March 3. | Huxster, Jonn Nunn, Herne Hill, Kent, Forcign Im 
Vorris & Prawn » firm Hounded) toh High Court PRAGUE, A H., Cardiff, Herbalist Cardiff. Pet port Agent. Brighton. Pet Fel 19 Ord. 
Pet. Feb. 2%. Ord. Mar. 24 March 15. Ord. March 3. March 25 
Moepp Witisam Frepericx Ipawich Undertaker Weis, Reeinatp Farmpax, St. John’s Wood High | Kipp, R. H., Dalmeny-ot., Duke-st. Hich Court. Pet 
Ipewich. Pet. Mar. 22. Ord, Mar. 22 Court. Pet. Nov. 6 Ord. Mareh 25 Deo. 13. Ord. March 3. 
Ouiver, THomas Rosson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Assis FIRST MEETINGS | Mitwer, Henry, BotolphJane, Broker. High Court 
tant Schoolmaster Neweastle-upon- Tyne Pet Bosman, THomas, Golder's Green, Antique Dealer Pet. Feb. 4. Ord March 33. 
Mar. 2. Ord. Mar. @ April 13 at Il. 4, Bedford-row |} Oenen, Arravr Epwiy, Barrow-in-Furness, Chemist 
THomrson, Groror Leeds, Carrier Leeds Pet Barer, Withiam Epwarpo, Wolverhampton, Consulting | Barrow-in-Furness. Pet. Feb. 26. Ord. March 26 
Mar. 2. Ord. Mar. & Engineer April 8, at 12 Of. Re« ”. Lichfield Ottver, Tomas Rosson, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Assis 
Tuomas, Percival Grant, Westcliff-on-Sea. Wands st., Wolverhampton, | tant Schoolmaster Newcastle apon-Tyne Pot 
worth. Pet. Mar. 2. Ord. Mar. 2 Coates, Thomas Timrexy, Walsoken, Norfolk. April 10 | March 22. Ord. March 2. 
p . at 12.30. Off. Rec. 8, Upper King-et., Norwich Paston-Coorer, Stpyey Lioner, Maidenhead. Windsor 
Amended Notice substitut < r tha published in the Daxrene, LAcRENce Avousres. Bavewater April 9 at Pet. Feb. 12. Ord. March 26 
Lomlon Gax ne “1 — = 12. Bankrupteydidgs. Carcy-st Sanperson, Rosert Francis Common, Grantham, Wine 
Ly a Mal Bread —" wt : Editor, High Court Day, Witttam E Camden-rd.. Woollen Merchant. Merchant Nottingham. Pet. Feb 10. Ord 
Pet. D 1. Ord, Jan. @ April 8 at Ml. Bankruptey+ldgs., Carey-st March 2% 
pe Waters, Lovis, Great Portland-st., Glove Mer- | Smita, Atrrep Epwix, Manchester, Draper Man 
FIRST MEETINGS. . chant. April 9 st Il. Bankruptey-bidge., Carey- | chester. Pet. March 26. Ord. March 26 
street Suira, Wiittm Groner, Hove, Director of a Limited 
Donps, Tom Witoam, Eynsham, Oxford. Apr. 7 at Fisher Brorgers, Fenchurch-st \pril at 12. Bank- | ew: High Court. Pet. Feb. 2.. Ord. March 


ruptoy>kige. Carey-st } 
Forses, Davip Wrtstox, Sudbury, Middlesex. April 13 | Stecker, Epwarp Atexanver, Hichgate, Boot Repairer 
at 11.30.. i4, Bedford-rew | Pet. Feb. 5 Ord. March 25 
Kemer, A. E., South Norwood, Croydon, Financier. | Svart, Asramam, Aldermanbury, Wholesale Blouse 
April 12 at 12. Bankruptecy-bidgs., Carey-at Manufacturer. High Court. Pet. Feb. 27. Ord 


12. 1, St. Aldates, Oxford 
Gametr, Frep, Great Grimeby, Fruiterer Apr. 7 at 
ll. Off. Ree St. Mary'’s-chmbrs., Great Grimeby 
Haut, Brorners, Kenilworth, Engineere. Apr. & at 1! 
Of. Re« 8, High-st., Coventry 





: Lye, CHRistorize Joax, Minster, Cornwall, Farmer. | March 34 
_—= 2 —_ ._~. gg ~ Keeper April 10 at 2. Off. Rec., 12, Princeest.. Truro | Taomrsox, H. C.. St. James's. High Court. Pet 
~ S - nel “ nion Marine-bkigs Morris & Prart, Houndaditch April 9 at Li. Bank. | Oct. 8 Ord. March & 
ca ive we) . 
, ’ die rupteybldgs., Carey-st Wrsox, Watson Jomy, Mansion House-chmbre., 
Kia, Joun, Royton, Motor Car Proprietor Apr. 6 | Mepp, Wrens Frederick, Ipewich, Undertaker General Wholesale Merchante. High Court. Pet 
at 11.90. OF. Re« Greaves-st., Oldham 


April 8 at 11. Off. Reo., 36, Princes-st., Ipewich Nov. 24. Ord, March 3% 








